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Contact Information

Delhi Unified School District
Adolfo Melara, Superintendent
9716 Hinton Avenue

Delhi, CA 95315

(209) 656-2000

See next page: Signed letter of support attached





DELHI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

EMPOWERING OUR STUDENTS TO SERVE AND LEAD THE WORLD

FIDEL CERVANTES MR. ADOLFO MELARA FELIPE ESPINO
BOARD PRESIDENT
SUPERINTENDENT BOARD MEMBER
BRENDA SAAVEDRA “SERVANCY, DIGNITY, RESPECT”
BOARD VICE PRESIDENT MAGGIE REYES
BOARD MEMBER
LARONNA WHITE 9716 HINTON AVENUE
BOARD CLERK DELHI, CALIFORNIA 95315 LEE RIDGE

BOARD MEMBER
(209) 656-2000

FAX (209) 656-2002
WWW .DELHI.KI2.CA.US

JUNE 13, 2016

LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROJECT
Dear Sir or Madam,

Providing safe routes to our children as they attend school each day must be considered an
obligation which cannot be delayed or postponed. In areas such as Delhi, safe pathways to school
are not a guaranteed reality for children nor for their families. | am sure you would agree with me that
this should not be.

In Delhi, students and parents must walk through areas with nothing but dirt shoulders as pedestrian
routes; in some areas, children and adults must actually walk onto the street to get through. For sure,
this endangers lives needlessly, and it denies children a simple yet vital gift—a pleasant—and clean
walk to school, free of sand, trash, and other paraphernalia.

Beyond safety, sidewalks provide a more dignified way for residents to get around town; for sure,
children who must walk throught ‘dirt roads’ to make it to school each day may be at risk of eventually
seeing themelves as less than students in neighborhoods (and towns) where sidewalks are provided.
What a community provides its children sends a message as to how much it values them.

Without a doubt, all of us involved value our children and their families. All | respectfully ask is that
we begin to show it. If there is anything we can do at Delhi Unified School District, please let me
know; our District is willing to marshal whatever resources we may have to assist in worthy endeavors
such as this.

If | may be of further assistance in your consideration of this letter of support, please do not hesitate
to reach me at 209-656-2000, Extension 7902 or at amelara@delhiusd.org.

| thank you for your time and consideration.

Attentively,

LN ) e =

Adolfo Melara

Proud to be the Superintendent of the Delhi Unified School District



mailto:amelara@delhiusd.org
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VISION

This chapter describes the overall vision of the Plan and the
goals, objectives, and policies for each of the transportation

modes and strategies within the Plan.

Amendment 1 adds a new section #12 “Sustainable Communities”
under Goals and Policies.

Themes
Seven “Vision Themes” provide the foundation for the plan. They are listed below along with the goals

associated under each vision theme.

Provide a good system of roads that are well maintained, safe, efficient and meet the
transportation demands of people and freight
e Improve mobility and reduce congestion-related delays.
e Maintain the existing road system.
e Enhance safety for the traveling public.
e Promote an efficient, linked system of interstate freeways, major streets, rail lines, public
transit, bikeways and pedestrian paths that enhances accessibility and the movement of people

and goods and maximizes use of technological innovations.

Provide a transit system that is a viable choice
e Provide and promote the availability of an affordable,
accessible, effective, and dynamic public transit system
which is responsive to current and future customer
needs.

e Meet the individual needs of those who depend on

public transit, such as the elderly, handicapped, youth

and economically disadvantaged.

2014 RTP amendment 1 10 MCAG
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5. Aviation
Goal: A fully functional and integrated air service and airport system complementary to the countywide

transportation system.

5.1. Maintain daily commercial airline service to a major metropolitan airport.
5.1.1. Support commercial airline service in Merced County.
5.2. Work with local agencies to ensure compatible land uses around existing airports to reduce
noise conflicts
5.2.1. Support the Merced County Airport Land Use Commission and local airports in their
efforts to ensure compatible land uses around airports.
5.2.2. Support the local airports in their attempts to acquire the land surrounding the airports.
5.2.3. Support noise abatement procedures.
5.3. Maintain alternative modes of transportation to and from local airports.

5.3.1. Support regularly scheduled transit service from airports to the Transportation Center.

6. Active Transportation (Bicycle & Pedestrian)

Goal: A regional transportation system for bicyclists and pedestrians.

6.1. Develop and construct bike and walkway facilities in urban

areas and other communities where non-motorized systems do

not currently exist.
6.1.1. Construct class I, Il and Il bike routes as designated in the local and regional plans.
6.1.2. Actively pursue bicycle and pedestrian related funding sources to implement local and
regional plans.

6.2. Prepare and/or update a regional active transportation / non-motorized plan every five years.
6.2.1. Create an Advisory Committee or use existing groups for bike planning and project
implementation recommendations.

6.2.2. Implement the projects and programs in the plan.

6.3. Develop and construct walkway facilities in urban areas and other communities where

pedestrian systems do not currently exist.

6.3.1. Actively pursue pedestrian related funding sources to implement local and regional plans.

2014 RTP amendment 1 15 MCAG
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Regional Bicycle Plan

MCAG adopted a Regional Bikeway Plan in 2008. The intent of the plan is to connect to major
destinations throughout the County as well as bikeway systems in the local communities. Additionally,
the Plan calls for safety in all aspects, development and maintenance, as well as ongoing bicycle

education

Local Bicycle Plans

The City of Atwater adopted a Bicycle Plan in 2004, which identifies the need to create a balanced, safe,

and efficient circulation system. Policies included in the plan range from developing programs to reduce
over-dependence of the automobile to creating incentives for developers to provide pedestrian/bicycle

transportation systems.

The City of Dos Palos adopted a Bicycle Plan in 2008. The Plan documents that the City recognizes the
need to encourage bicycle travel for both transportation and recreation. The goal of the City is to create

and maintain, through the Plan, an integrated system of bikeways.

The City of Gustine adopted a Bicycle Plan in 2008. Both the Bicycle Plan and Gustine’s General Plan
identify the need to provide a safe system of bikeways as an alternative to motor vehicle travel and

establish and maintain routes that are designed to ensure safety while being aesthetically pleasing.

The City of Livingston adopted a Bicycle Plan in November 2005. Both the Bicycle Plan and Livingston’s
General Plan identify the need to establish a safe and efficient transportation system that provides

adequate access throughout the City as well as routes that provide alternatives to motor vehicle travel.

The City of Los Banos adopted a Bicycle Plan in 2006. It is the goal of the Plan to create and maintain an
integrated system of bikeways, provide safe and convenient travel for bicyclist throughout the city, and
to encourage travel for both transportation and recreation. Additionally, the City’s General Plan
documents that development of bikeways will be given equal priority to vehicle traffic as part of the

multi-modal transportation system.

The City of Merced adopted a Bicycle Plan in 2013. It is the goal of the City of Merced to create and
maintain an integrated system of bikeways, which provide safe and convenient travel for bicyclists
throughout the plan area. Additionally, the City’s General Plan documents that it will encourage area
employers to promote bicycle use through incentive programs or other means and will continue to

support, whenever, feasible, local efforts to promote cycling. The City of Merced created a Bicycle

2014 RTP amendment 1 56 MCAG
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Advisory Commission in 2009 to involve bicycle users in bicycle planning efforts and transportation-

related bicycle activities.

Future
In recent years non-motorized travel has become more popular due to several factors: energy savings,
health advantages, and environmental improvement. It should continue to increase in popularity due to

public awareness of health and environmental benefits.

Short Range Plan
MCAG

e Update the Regional Bicycle Plan and/or prepare a new Regional Active Transportation Plan

e Develop safety education campaign to promote safety in walking and bicycling

e  Work with local agencies to include bicycle and pedestrian facilities with maintenance and
improvement projects as they occur.

o Aggressively pursue funding to implement regional and local active transportation projects.

e Use Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Funds to implement priority bicycle/pedestrian projects

e Promote walking and cycling as viable commute alternatives

e Support the cities and the County in designing, updating, and implementing bicycle and
pedestrian plans

e Create an Active Transportation Advisory Committee or use existing groups
Local Jurisdictions

o Aggressively pursue “Active Transportation Program” funding to improve pedestrian safety
e Promote pedestrian friendly development.

e Incorporate sound bicycle and pedestrian planning in General Plans

e Seek funding to construct bicycle and pedestrian facilities

e  Work with MCAG to design, update and implement local bicycle and pedestrian plans.

e Coordinate with neighboring jurisdictions to implement the Regional Bicycle Plan.

e Maintain existing bicycle facilities.
Long Range Plan

e Work towards a regional bikeway network that enables safe bicycle commuting opportunities.

2014 RTP amendment 1 57 MCAG
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Downtown Area — Key Destinations

&
%
%, Glenn Engineering
) /)J‘ [ ]
“ (5
% %%
6/) ()
N 62,, @
\9& 7 @)
'
w2 & Dollar General
N X
F “.
3
J/;n
R\ 2.
\ ?/
@& D & D Auto Supplies
Delhi Post Office
b3
[y
%
<%
£
X
B & & Delhi Gas & Food Mart
a &
™ Ayala Tires & Mufflers
US Post Office Geared Motorsports
e
@ Los Mexicanos Market
&
Delhi Thrift
LAY Delhi County
Water District
Delhi Fire Department
m
%,
%
w ) 2,
K7
(53 <
Del Valle Supermarket J//() {;}
2o )
[y 'Sz’,,
Z
.+
aS’;b m Delhi M
%
£
%
2
h
New Beginnings
Merced County 3 Christian Center
Sheriff Department X Ky
% )
Sy
75\1 = //:"1/
q{@ % 0
&
Elegant
L)
% ‘.“\Z \p
W Joh
RS ""Nsop o
O Oy D4
& St
& J
Google Johnson St
Terms  Send feedback







SB 535 Disadvantaged Communities

CalEnviroScreen | CalEnviroScreen 2.0 Pollution Populatl.or.l Total California ZIP code census Nearby C't,y
Census Tract . Burden Characteristics . . (to help approximate
2.0 Score Percentile Range . . Population County tract falls within .
Perentile Percentile location only)
6013302005 38.27 76-80% 62 79 6592 Contra Costa 94561 Oakley
6053010504 38.25 76-80% 55 86 4732 Monterey 93907 Salinas
6047000203 38.25 76-80% 65 7 9272 Merced 95315 Delhi
6037237402 38.23 76-80% 53 87 3526 Los Angeles 90047 Los Angeles
6037310400 38.22 76-80% 93 51 3379 Los Angeles 91504 Burbank
6037462002 38.19 76-80% 69 73 3942 Los Angeles 91103 Pasadena
6059087806 38.19 76-80% 59 82 5702 Orange 92804 Anaheim
6013314102 38.19 76-80% 59 81 5923 Contra Costa 94565 Pittsburg
6019001413 38.19 76-80% 77 67 4605 Fresno 93727 Fresno
6037212102 38.18 76-80% 70 72 2446 Los Angeles 90010 Los Angeles
6029002816 38.17 76-80% 76 68 5465 Kern 93309 Bakersfield
6037554101 38.15 76-80% 65 76 3799 Los Angeles 90706 Bellflower
6037222001 38.13 76-80% 54 86 3237 Los Angeles 90018 Los Angeles
6037543502 38.13 76-80% 89 56 4560 Los Angeles 90502 Torrance
6059076101 38.10 76-80% 96 47 8933 Orange 92868 Orange
6059088106 38.09 76-80% 70 72 4638 Orange 92841 Garden Grove
6037216402 38.08 76-80% 68 74 2615 Los Angeles 90035 Los Angeles
loutofl

October 2014
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Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike Question #1
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Overview map

S Roselawn-Ay

E Clausen Rd

Rd

c
H
2 5 =
£ 3 SAN-JOAQUIN
) > N =it
——— — 5
@
Turbek S
Golf and ™
Country Club
16!
== =~ Fowler Rd -
Turlock
Golf and
|| Gountry
fub
foon
== == Johnson-Ave ‘
Census Tract: 6047000203
2
way E CalEnviroScreen . o ..
E] & Score:
] & .
[ Population: 9,272
The following numbers represent
the percentile score for that
o — component or indicator. A higher
HoEtEive= - = = = = — percentile indicates a higher
relative burden. Scroll to the bottom
for a pie chart of race/ethnicity.
| J Pollution &
= = Burden:
~American Ave C = I —— __American-Ave Population
| Hil s 77
L= mar Characteristics:
= — @
= -|=Bloss-ave —— e
I Hiimar
i Parl

ses LTl = .
< :ﬁTBureau of Malrlagement Esri, HERE, DeLorme, INCREMENT P, Intermap, USGS, METI/NASA, EPA, USDA




jsvs

Rectangle



jsvs

Text Box

Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike Connectivity Project





		CalEnviro Score

		Question1_DisadvantagedCommunity




Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project

Gap Closure

Shanks Rd

Non-existent curb,
gutter, and sidewalk

Bike path
discontinuity

Gap Closures (2) — East and west sides of Shanks Road






Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project Gap Closure

Non-existent curb,

gutter, and sidewalk
e >

Gap Closure (1) — King Street and Delhi Avenue Intersection





Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project Gap Closure

Non-existent curb,
gutter, and sidewalk

Gap Closures (2) — Delhi Avenue and segment on Stephens St





Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project Gap Closure

Non-existent curb,
gutter, and sidewalk

Existing non-ADA

compliant sidewalk

Gap Closures (2) — north side of Schendel Avenue and segment on south side of Schendel Avenue






Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project Barrier Locations

Shanks Rd

Barriers:

Narrow dirt shoulders, bike
path discontinuity, and
parked cars on shoulders

Improvements:

Curb, gutter, sidewalk,
driveway approaches,
parking lane, Class Il Bike
Route, stormwater drainage
system

East and west sides of Shanks Road






Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project

Barriers:
Dirt shoulders, non-existent ADA
curb ramp

Improvements:

Curb, gutter, sidewalk, ADA curb
ramps, crosswalk, stormwater
drainage system

- = oo =t
SRS E T YT e 1 SR

King Street and Delhi Avenue Intersection

Barrier Locations






Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project

Barriers:

Uneven dirt shoulders, parked cars on
shoulder, visibility issues, non-existent
ADA curb ramps

Improvements:

Curb, gutter, sidewalk, driveways,
ADA curb ramps at intersections,
bulb-outs, parking lane, Class Il Bike
Route, stormwater drainage system

Delhi Avenue and segment on Stephens St

Barrier Locations






Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project Barrier Locations

Barriers:

Uneven dirt shoulders, parked cars on
shoulder, non-existent ADA curb
ramps, no bike facilities

Improvements:

Curb, gutter, sidewalk, driveways,
ADA curb ramps, Class Il Bike Route,
stormwater drainage system

Barrier:
Existing non-ADA compliant sidewalk,
no curb ramp at intersection

Improvements:
Reconstruct to ADA standard, curb
ramp, parking lane, Class Il Bike Route

North side of Schendel Avenue and segment on south side of Schendel Avenue






Delhi Community Pedestrian & Bike
Connectivity Project Crash Data & Influence Area

8/21/2015 at 13:30
S 3 PR & Ped-Vehicle Crash

6/22/2013 at 15:17 £as RN Y 9 , ; (Other Visible Injury)
Ped-Vehicle Crash : 7 2 > W <
(Other Visible Injury) 4. 9, A ¥ NN ¥ s CHP Report #9460-2015-0084

% / S N ; TIMS Case ID: -
CHP Report #2013060066 [ 55 4 7 /L
TIMS Case ID: 6119860 e ED N ek ¢ 5 Safety Issue = No Sidewalk,

Y Non-Existent Ped. Crossing

6/27/2013 at 23:26
Ped-Vehicle Crash
(Fatality)

CHP Report #2013060099
TIMS Case ID: 5911233

Safety Issue: No curb
ramps, Inadequate Ped.
Facilities

10/29/2012 at 07:55
Bike-Vehicle Crash
(Complaint of Pain)

04/21/2011 at 20:04
Ped-Vehicle Crash
(Fatality)

CHP Report #2012100094

TIMS Case ID: 5833995 CHP Report #2011040063

TIMS Case ID: 5189496

Safety Issue: Inadequate
bike facilities on influence
areas

Safety Issue: Inadequate Crosswalk
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Influence Areas:

|:| Within limits of proposed improvements

|:| Effected by limits of proposed improvements






Delhi Community Pedestrian & Bike
Connectivity Project Crash Data & Influence Area

Pedestrian and Bike Crashes (ONLY) — Community of Delhi, County of Merced

2011-2015
CHP Report No. | TIMS Case ID Date Time Location Coordinates Collision Severity Collision Type
Lat. Long. Pedestrian | Bicycle
2011040063 5189496 04/21/2011 | 20:04 | 37.42869 | -120.77799 Fatality 1
2012100094 5833995 10/29/2012 | 07:55 | 37.42975 | -120.77849 Injury 1
2013060066 6119860 06/22/2013 | 15:17 | 37.43353 | -120.78580 Injury 1
2013060099 5911233 06/27/2013 | 23:26 | 37.43011 | -120.77624 Fatality 1
9460-2015-0084 --* 08/21/2015 | 13:30 | 37.43269 | -120.77912 Injury 1

*Data not found






Soto, Sara

fras e e

From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of ATP@CCC
<ATP@CICLAGOV>

Sent: Wednesday, June 15, 2016 8:23 AM

Ta: Soto, Sara

Subject: FWIATP-Merced Co. Delhi Community Participation Request

Hi Sara,

The CCCis not able to assist with this project. Please include a copy of this email with your application.

Thank you,

Hace@ce

.
C.08

oY

NPT o
W OUT how att

Save Our
Water

SaveQurWater.com - Drought.CA gov

From: Soto, Sara [mailto:SSoto@co.merced. ca. us]

Sent: Wednesday, june 08, 2016 9:22 AM

To: inguirv@atpcommunitycorps.org; ATP@CCC <ATPECCC.CA.GOV>
Ce: Lopez, Crox <Crox.Lopez@co.merced.ca. us>

Subject: ATP-Merced Co. Delhi Community Participation Request

Dominigque,

Wei,

In accordance to this year’s ATP submittal procedures, please find attached three (3) PDF files as our participation
request for the proposed Delhi Community In-Fill Sidewalk improvement Project, in Merced County. Upon review of
this information, please let me know if either agency can participate. We are looking forward to hearing from the {CC

and the Certified Community Conservation Corps regarding this project.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please don’t hesitate to contact me via e-mail or at [209) 385-
7601,

Thank you,





Sara V. Soto
Engineering Associate
DPW -~ Road Dhivision

Foi
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Project Title:
Delhi Community In-Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project
Project Description:

Construct complete street improvements at various locations throughout the Delhi community.
The project locations are: 1) Shanks Road, from approximately 210’ south of Letteau Avenue to
Lewis Circle; 2) Delhi Avenue, starting from Stephens Street and ending at Schendel Elementary
School; 3) Schendel Road, from Stephens Street and ending at Schendel Elementary School; and,
4) Stephens Street, from Delhi Avenue to Locust Street. The project proposes the installation of
curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramps where non-existent, implementation of a Class Il Bike
Route, and the reconstruction of existing infrastructure to meet ADA standards. The County will
be seeking ATP funds to complete the PS&E phase (CEQA and NEPA compliance), to obtain
regulatory permits, and to complete construction, and non-infrastructure activities.

Detailed Estimate:
Total Cost: $1,468,024.00; See attached.

Project Schedule:

Approximate Date of Completion

Projects selected for ATP funding December 2016
CTC approval
MCAG adds project to FTIP Junefuly 2019
Notice to Proceed: PA&ED August 2019

- CEQA/NEPA August 2020
Notice to Proceed: PS&E October 2020

- Completion Date April 2021
Notice to Proceed: CON June 2021

- Completion Date December 2021
Notice to Proceed: Non-Infrastructure June 2021

- Completion Date December 2021

Project Map and Preliminary plans:

Attached





Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency: |Merced County Public Works

| Date:

|6/6/2016

Project Description:

Installation of curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramps where non-existent, installation of Class Il Bike Route, and
reconstrcuction of existing infrastructure to meet ADA standards.

Project Location:|Various locations throughout the Delhi area in Merced County

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: |Steven E. Rough

[ License #: [43610

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct
I't\‘e? Item ('):r’,el Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost Ite1r—r?tCalost % $ % $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS | $40,000.00 $40,000 100%| $40,000
2 Traffic Control 1 LS | $4,000.00 $4,000 100% $4,000
3 Water Pollution Control (SWPPP) 1 LS | $3,000.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
4 Construction Area Signs 1 LS | $3,000.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
5 Traffic Control System 1 LS | $4,000.00 $4,000 100% $4,000
6 |Temporary Drainage Inlet Protection 6 EA $250.00 $1,500 100%|  $1,500
7 Street Sweeping 1 LS | $2,500.00 $2,500 100% $2,500
8  |Temporary Concrete Washout 1 EA $500.00 $500 100% $500
9 Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS | $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
10 |Roadway Excavation 1384 CYy $25.00 $34,600 100%|  $34,600
11 Relocate Mailbox 12 EA $250.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
12  |Fence Removal (Wood) 70 LF $10.00 $700 100% $700
13  [Relocate Chain Link Fence 175 LF $30.00 $5,250 100% $5,250
14  |Relocate Roadside Signs 17 EA $200.00 $3,400 100% $3,400
15 |Relocate Fire Hydrant 2 EA | $3,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
16 |Relocate Water Meter 2 EA | $3,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
17  |Remove Concrete (Sidewalk) 360 SY $10.00 $3,600 100% $3,600
18 |Remove Concrete (Curb and Gutter) 115 LF $30.00 $3,450 100% $3,450
19 Remove Asphalt 83 CY $234.00 $19,422 100%| $19,422
20 |Remove Drainage Inlet 2 EA $300.00 $600 100% $600
21  |Remove Drain Pipe 115 LF $15.00 $1,725 100% $1,725
22 |Adjust Water Meter to Grade 4 EA | $3,000.00 $12,000 100%| $12,000
23 |Adjust Manhole to Grade 2 EA $700.00 $1,400 100% $1,400
24 |Install Drainage Inlet 9 EA | $3,000.00 $27,000 100%| $27,000
26  |48" Precast Concrete Pipe Manhole 3 EA | $3,000.00 $9,000 100% $9,000
27 Manhole Frame & Lid 3 EA $750.00 $2,250 100% $2,250
28 18" Reinforced Concrete Pipe 2200 LF $50.00 $110,000 100%]| $110,000
29  |Minor Concrete (Curb Ramp) 12 EA | $7,000.00 $84,000 100%|  $84,000
30 |Minor Concrete (Sidewalk) 12265 SF $15.00 $183,975 100%| $183,975
31 Minor Concrete (Curb and Gutter) 2602 LF $15.00 $39,030 100%|  $39,030
32 |Minor Concrete (Driveway) 7811 SF $10.00 $78,110 100%| $78,110
33 Retaining Wall 477 LF $125.00 $59,625 100%| $59,625
34 |Hot Mix Asphalt 935 TON $82.00 $76,670 100%| $76,670
35 |Class 2 Aggregate Base 418 CYy $45.00 $18,810 100%| $18,810
36 |Detectable Warning Surface 144 SF $30.00 $4,320 100% $4,320
37 |Crosswalk Markings 248 SF $5.00 $1,240 100% $1,240
38 |Bike Lane/Route Markings 304 SF $5.00 $1,520 100% $1,520
39 [Pavement Markings (Stop Sign) 158 SF $5.00 $790 100% $790
40 Bike Lane Sign 10 SF $200.00 $2,000 100% $2,000
41 Bike Route Sign 42 SF $200.00 $8,400 100% $8,400
42  |Roadside Sign - One Post 14 EA $200.00 $2,800 100% $2,800
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
38 100%
39 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $874,187 $874,187
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):] 20.00% $174,837 $174,837
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $1,049,024 $1,049,024

Project Delivery Costs:

Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):| $ 87,000 $87,000
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 175,000 $175,000 "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Total PE:| $ 262,000 $262,000 25% 25% Max

6/8/2016
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data. Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency:[Merced County Public Works | Date:|6/6/2016

Installation of curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramps where non-existent, installation of Class Il Bike Route, and

Project Description: - AT
d P reconstrcuction of existing infrastructure to meet ADA standards.

Project Location:|Various locations throughout the Delhi area in Merced County

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: |Steven E. Rough | License #: |43610
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $ -
Total RW:| $ -
Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE):[ $ 157,000 [ si57.000 | | | | 5% | 15% Max
Total Project Delivery:] $419,000] [ $419,000 | | |
Total Construction Costs:] $1,206,024] | | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Total Project Cost:| $1,468,024‘ ‘ $1,468,024

Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s):

Description of Engineer's Logic: (See examples shown in the Instructions)

6/8/2016 20f2
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Soto, Sara

L L L e e )
From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>

Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2016 4:35 PM

To: Soto, Sara

Le atp@cce.cagov Lopez, Crox

Subject: Re: ATP-Merced Co. Delhi Community Participation Request

Hello Bara,

Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable to participate in this project. Please
include this email with your application as proof that vou reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.

Thank you,
Dominique

On Wed, Jun 8, 2016 at 9:22 AM, Soto, Sara <SSoto/@co.merced.ca.us> wrote:

Dominique,

In accordance to this year’s ATP submittal procedures, please find attached three (3) PDF files as our
participation request for the proposed Delhi Community In-Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project, in Merced
County. Upon review of this information, please let me know if either agency can participate. We are looking
forward to hearing from the CCC and the Certified Community Conservation Corps regarding this project.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please don’t hesitate to contact me via e-mail or at
209) 385-7601.

Thank you,

Sara V. Soto
Engineering Associate

DPW - Road Division

Dominigue Lofton | Program Assistant





Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 93814
916,426 9170 | inquiry@atpcommuni

Toud
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Project Title:
Delhi Community In-Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project
Project Description:

Construct complete street improvements at various locations throughout the Delhi community.
The project locations are: 1) Shanks Road, from approximately 210’ south of Letteau Avenue to
Lewis Circle; 2) Delhi Avenue, starting from Stephens Street and ending at Schendel Elementary
School; 3) Schendel Road, from Stephens Street and ending at Schendel Elementary School; and,
4) Stephens Street, from Delhi Avenue to Locust Street. The project proposes the installation of
curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramps where non-existent, implementation of a Class Il Bike
Route, and the reconstruction of existing infrastructure to meet ADA standards. The County will
be seeking ATP funds to complete the PS&E phase (CEQA and NEPA compliance), to obtain
regulatory permits, and to complete construction, and non-infrastructure activities.

Detailed Estimate:
Total Cost: $1,468,024.00; See attached.

Project Schedule:

Approximate Date of Completion

Projects selected for ATP funding December 2016
CTC approval
MCAG adds project to FTIP Junefuly 2019
Notice to Proceed: PA&ED August 2019

- CEQA/NEPA August 2020
Notice to Proceed: PS&E October 2020

- Completion Date April 2021
Notice to Proceed: CON June 2021

- Completion Date December 2021
Notice to Proceed: Non-Infrastructure June 2021

- Completion Date December 2021

Project Map and Preliminary plans:

Attached





Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency: |Merced County Public Works

| Date:

|6/6/2016

Project Description:

Installation of curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramps where non-existent, installation of Class Il Bike Route, and
reconstrcuction of existing infrastructure to meet ADA standards.

Project Location:|Various locations throughout the Delhi area in Merced County

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: |Steven E. Rough

[ License #: [43610

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct
I't\‘e? Item ('):r’,el Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost Ite1r—r?tCalost % $ % $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS | $40,000.00 $40,000 100%| $40,000
2 Traffic Control 1 LS | $4,000.00 $4,000 100% $4,000
3 Water Pollution Control (SWPPP) 1 LS | $3,000.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
4 Construction Area Signs 1 LS | $3,000.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
5 Traffic Control System 1 LS | $4,000.00 $4,000 100% $4,000
6 |Temporary Drainage Inlet Protection 6 EA $250.00 $1,500 100%|  $1,500
7 Street Sweeping 1 LS | $2,500.00 $2,500 100% $2,500
8  |Temporary Concrete Washout 1 EA $500.00 $500 100% $500
9 Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS | $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
10 |Roadway Excavation 1384 CYy $25.00 $34,600 100%|  $34,600
11 Relocate Mailbox 12 EA $250.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
12  |Fence Removal (Wood) 70 LF $10.00 $700 100% $700
13  [Relocate Chain Link Fence 175 LF $30.00 $5,250 100% $5,250
14  |Relocate Roadside Signs 17 EA $200.00 $3,400 100% $3,400
15 |Relocate Fire Hydrant 2 EA | $3,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
16 |Relocate Water Meter 2 EA | $3,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
17  |Remove Concrete (Sidewalk) 360 SY $10.00 $3,600 100% $3,600
18 |Remove Concrete (Curb and Gutter) 115 LF $30.00 $3,450 100% $3,450
19 Remove Asphalt 83 CY $234.00 $19,422 100%| $19,422
20 |Remove Drainage Inlet 2 EA $300.00 $600 100% $600
21  |Remove Drain Pipe 115 LF $15.00 $1,725 100% $1,725
22 |Adjust Water Meter to Grade 4 EA | $3,000.00 $12,000 100%| $12,000
23 |Adjust Manhole to Grade 2 EA $700.00 $1,400 100% $1,400
24 |Install Drainage Inlet 9 EA | $3,000.00 $27,000 100%| $27,000
26  |48" Precast Concrete Pipe Manhole 3 EA | $3,000.00 $9,000 100% $9,000
27 Manhole Frame & Lid 3 EA $750.00 $2,250 100% $2,250
28 18" Reinforced Concrete Pipe 2200 LF $50.00 $110,000 100%]| $110,000
29  |Minor Concrete (Curb Ramp) 12 EA | $7,000.00 $84,000 100%|  $84,000
30 |Minor Concrete (Sidewalk) 12265 SF $15.00 $183,975 100%| $183,975
31 Minor Concrete (Curb and Gutter) 2602 LF $15.00 $39,030 100%|  $39,030
32 |Minor Concrete (Driveway) 7811 SF $10.00 $78,110 100%| $78,110
33 Retaining Wall 477 LF $125.00 $59,625 100%| $59,625
34 |Hot Mix Asphalt 935 TON $82.00 $76,670 100%| $76,670
35 |Class 2 Aggregate Base 418 CYy $45.00 $18,810 100%| $18,810
36 |Detectable Warning Surface 144 SF $30.00 $4,320 100% $4,320
37 |Crosswalk Markings 248 SF $5.00 $1,240 100% $1,240
38 |Bike Lane/Route Markings 304 SF $5.00 $1,520 100% $1,520
39 [Pavement Markings (Stop Sign) 158 SF $5.00 $790 100% $790
40 Bike Lane Sign 10 SF $200.00 $2,000 100% $2,000
41 Bike Route Sign 42 SF $200.00 $8,400 100% $8,400
42  |Roadside Sign - One Post 14 EA $200.00 $2,800 100% $2,800
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
38 100%
39 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $874,187 $874,187
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):] 20.00% $174,837 $174,837
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $1,049,024 $1,049,024

Project Delivery Costs:

Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):| $ 87,000 $87,000
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 175,000 $175,000 "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Total PE:| $ 262,000 $262,000 25% 25% Max

6/8/2016
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data. Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency:[Merced County Public Works | Date:|6/6/2016

Installation of curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramps where non-existent, installation of Class Il Bike Route, and

Project Description: - AT
d P reconstrcuction of existing infrastructure to meet ADA standards.

Project Location:|Various locations throughout the Delhi area in Merced County

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: |Steven E. Rough | License #: |43610
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $ -
Total RW:| $ -
Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE):[ $ 157,000 [ si57.000 | | | | 5% | 15% Max
Total Project Delivery:] $419,000] [ $419,000 | | |
Total Construction Costs:] $1,206,024] | | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Total Project Cost:| $1,468,024‘ ‘ $1,468,024

Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s):

Description of Engineer's Logic: (See examples shown in the Instructions)

6/8/2016 20f2






P
i -

$7 N :
.. N Pl 3 L - ~ g <
| gt * e T 4 " d— : F o £ Y 7 ¢ . #“‘ | 8

e v -

e SCHENDEL e st [N
el ELEMENTARY SCHODL NGy S
. PR NG 9 DN @ /e PROJECT

L
21

A
x
7y
X
= Z
<
I
2]

=)
LOCATION

PR SIS £t

- Py

[

Delhi Community In=Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project
Delhi Area

Project Locations — Termini Map

Merced County




AutoCAD SHX Text

SCHENDEL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL



AutoCAD SHX Text

SHANKS RD



AutoCAD SHX Text

HINTON AVE



AutoCAD SHX Text

LEWIS CIR



AutoCAD SHX Text

LETTEAU AVE



AutoCAD SHX Text

STEPHENS ST



AutoCAD SHX Text

SCHENDEL AVE



AutoCAD SHX Text

DELHI AVE



AutoCAD SHX Text

DELHI  MIDDLE SCHOOL



AutoCAD SHX Text

KING ST



AutoCAD SHX Text

N.T.S.



AutoCAD SHX Text

Project Locations - Termini Map



AutoCAD SHX Text

Merced County



AutoCAD SHX Text

Delhi Community In-Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project



AutoCAD SHX Text

N



AutoCAD SHX Text

Delhi Area



AutoCAD SHX Text

SAN FRANCISCO



AutoCAD SHX Text

SACRAMENTO



AutoCAD SHX Text

LOS ANGELES



AutoCAD SHX Text

INTERSTATE  5



AutoCAD SHX Text

HWY 33



AutoCAD SHX Text

HWY 165



AutoCAD SHX Text

HWY  152



AutoCAD SHX Text

HWY  59



AutoCAD SHX Text

59



AutoCAD SHX Text

HWY



AutoCAD SHX Text

HWY 99



AutoCAD SHX Text

HWY 99



AutoCAD SHX Text

140



AutoCAD SHX Text

140



AutoCAD SHX Text

HWY



AutoCAD SHX Text

RIVER



AutoCAD SHX Text

JOAQUIN



AutoCAD SHX Text

SAN



AutoCAD SHX Text

RIVER



AutoCAD SHX Text

MERCED



AutoCAD SHX Text

HWY





COUNTY

MERCED

AREA

T
Lol
Lol
(n'd
—_
(Vp]
=z
(Vp]
oS5
Z o
<z
T
| <
RE-
Lol
S| =
NL
EE
xx
> o
<
=
|
.E
.p.uD

DELHI






DELHI AVENUE FROM STEPHENS STREET TO HINTON AVENUE

PRELIMINARY PLAN
DELHI AREA, MERCED COUNTY
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SCHENDEL AVENUE FROM STEPHENS STREET TO HINTON AVENUE
PRELIMINARY PLAN
DELHI AREA, MERCED COUNTY
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SHANKS ROAD FROM LETTEAU AVENUE TO LEWIS CIRCLE
PRELIMINARY PLAN

DELHI AREA, MERCED COUNTY
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Form Date: April, 2018 Cycle 3 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment 8

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure ail of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the {T('s
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document {per CTC s ATP Guidelines and CTC's Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.,

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:

Chapter 7; Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professiona! Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering colculation{s] or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of o licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculotions which are based on the best data avoilable at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stomped by o licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application’s technical information and engineering dota
upon which tocal agency's recommendations, conclusions, ond decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735,

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the project’s Scope,
Cost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC's PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and
application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

.
1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials: gtf/iim
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary
2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials: -
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits of each
primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map

b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
c. Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths
d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)
3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials: (

(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)
a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

fw;} ‘,{7#’:}
4, Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineers Initials: </
a. The Caltrans Project Estimate {(Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached to the
application, in the appropriate location.
b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs
¢. Al non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines
as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6
d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost






Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

/
5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials:.~ KMW

a. Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within nﬁueﬂae
area of proposed improvements.

e,
T

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials:

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements
and timeframes.

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

c. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with Implementing Agency's
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.

7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials: »;______;m___;__
\15 a. For new Traffic Control Signals ~ an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1- 9
% N/A {CA MUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final
decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the
application in the "Additional Attachmenis” section.

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials:

a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and caiculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate

b. When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for

the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:
Name (Lost, First):| Rough, Steven E. !
Title: | Supervising Engineer |

Engineer License Numpper L, #3610 |

Signature o/
Date: | o=l ~{{
Email: | srough@co.merced.ca.us %

Phone: {209} 385-7601 !







Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project ATTACHMENT E

Looking south on east side of Shanks Road — Sidewalk gaps, Class Il Bike Lane discontinuation, dirt shoulders

Looking north on west side of Shanks Road — dirt shoulders, parked vehicles, pedestrians forced to walk too close
to the travel way, Class Il Bike Lane discontinuation, wrong-way travel of non-motorized user





Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project ATTACHMENT E

Looking south on east side of Shanks Road Looking south on west side of Shanks Road at Intersection with Lewis Circle





Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project ATTACHMENT E

Shanks Road and Lewis Circle Intersection (looking west onto Lewis Circle) - Non-existent ADA curb ramps





Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project ATTACHMENT E

Looking northeast on Delhi Avenue (near intersection with King Street) — Dirt shoulders
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Looking southwest on Delhi Avenue — Intersection of Delhi Avenue and King Street





Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project ATTACHMENT E

Looking southeast on King Street — Sidewalk gap, no curb and gutter





Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project ATTACHMENT E

Looking southwest on Delhi Avenue (near intersection with Hinton Avenue)





Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project ATTACHMENT E

Intersection at Stephens Street and Delhi Avenue — Existent curb and gutter but no sidewalk or ADA curb ramps





Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project ATTACHMENT E

-

Looking northeast on Schendel Road (at intersection with Hillside Avenue) Looking southwest on Schendel Road (near intersection w/Hinton Avenue)





Delhi Community Pedestrian and Bike
Connectivity Project ATTACHMENT E

Looking northeast on Schendel Road (at intersection w/Hinton Avenue)






Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency: |Merced County Public Works

| Date:

|6/15/2016

Project Description:

Installation of curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramps where non-existent, installation of Class Il Bike Route, and
reconstrcuction of existing infrastructure to meet ADA standards.

Project Location:|Various locations throughout the Delhi area in Merced County

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: |Steven E. Rough

[ License #: [43610

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct
I't\‘e? Item ('):r’,el Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost Ite1r—r?tCalost % $ % $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS | $40,000.00 $40,000 100%| $40,000
2 Traffic Control 1 LS | $4,000.00 $4,000 100% $4,000
3 Water Pollution Control (SWPPP) 1 LS | $3,000.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
4 Construction Area Signs 1 LS | $3,000.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
5 Traffic Control System 1 LS | $4,000.00 $4,000 100% $4,000
6 |Temporary Drainage Inlet Protection 6 EA $250.00 $1,500 100%|  $1,500
7 Street Sweeping 1 LS | $2,500.00 $2,500 100% $2,500
8  |Temporary Concrete Washout 1 EA $500.00 $500 100% $500
9 Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS | $5,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
10 |Roadway Excavation 1389 CYy $25.00 $34,725 100%| $34,725
11 Relocate Mailbox 12 EA $250.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
12  |Fence Removal (Wood) 70 LF $10.00 $700 100% $700
13  [Relocate Chain Link Fence 175 LF $30.00 $5,250 100% $5,250
14  |Relocate Roadside Signs 17 EA $200.00 $3,400 100% $3,400
15 |Relocate Fire Hydrant 2 EA | $3,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
16 |Relocate Water Meter 2 EA | $3,000.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
17  |Remove Concrete (Sidewalk) 360 SY $10.00 $3,600 100% $3,600
18 |Remove Concrete (Curb and Gutter) 134 LF $30.00 $4,020 100% $4,020
19 Remove Asphalt 83 CY $234.00 $19,422 100%| $19,422
20 |Remove Drainage Inlet 2 EA $300.00 $600 100% $600
21  |Remove Drain Pipe 115 LF $15.00 $1,725 100% $1,725
22 |Adjust Water Meter to Grade 4 EA | $3,000.00 $12,000 100%| $12,000
23 |Adjust Manhole to Grade 2 EA $700.00 $1,400 100% $1,400
24 |Install Drainage Inlet 9 EA | $3,000.00 $27,000 100%| $27,000
26  |48" Precast Concrete Pipe Manhole 3 EA | $3,000.00 $9,000 100% $9,000
27 Manhole Frame & Lid 3 EA $750.00 $2,250 100% $2,250
28 18" Reinforced Concrete Pipe 2200 LF $50.00 $110,000 100%]| $110,000
29  |Minor Concrete (Curb Ramp) 13 EA | $7,000.00 $91,000 100%|  $91,000
30 |Minor Concrete (Sidewalk) 12463 SF $15.00 $186,945 100%| $186,945
31 Minor Concrete (Curb and Gutter) 2602 LF $15.00 $39,030 100%|  $39,030
32 |Minor Concrete (Driveway) 7811 SF $10.00 $78,110 100%| $78,110
33 Retaining Wall 477 LF $125.00 $59,625 100%| $59,625
34 |Hot Mix Asphalt 935 TON $82.00 $76,670 100%| $76,670
35 |Class 2 Aggregate Base 418 CYy $45.00 $18,810 100%| $18,810
36 |Detectable Warning Surface 144 SF $30.00 $4,320 100% $4,320
37 |Crosswalk Markings 248 SF $5.00 $1,240 100% $1,240
38 |Bike Lane/Route Markings 304 SF $5.00 $1,520 100% $1,520
39 [Pavement Markings (Stop Sign) 158 SF $5.00 $790 100% $790
40 Bike Lane Sign 10 SF $200.00 $2,000 100% $2,000
41 Bike Route Sign 42 SF $200.00 $8,400 100% $8,400
42  |Roadside Sign - One Post 14 EA $200.00 $2,800 100% $2,800
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
38 100%
39 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $884,852 $884,852
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):] 20.00% $176,970 $176,970
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $1,061,822 $1,061,822

Project Delivery Costs:

Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):| $ 88,000 $88,000
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 178,000 $178,000 "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Total PE:| $ 266,000 $266,000 25% 25% Max

6/15/2016
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Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data. Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency:[Merced County Public Works | Date:|6/15/2016

Installation of curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramps where non-existent, installation of Class Il Bike Route, and

Project Description: - AT
d P reconstrcuction of existing infrastructure to meet ADA standards.

Project Location:|Various locations throughout the Delhi area in Merced County

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: |Steven E. Rough | License #: |43610
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $ -
Total RW:| $ -
Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE):[ $ 159,000 [ 150000 | | | | 5% | 15% Max
Total Project Delivery:] $425,000] [ $425,000 | | |
Total Construction Costs:| $1,220,822] | | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Total Project Cost:| $1486822] | $1.486,822

Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s):

Description of Engineer's Logic: (See examples shown in the Instructions)

6/15/2016 20f2







Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

Fill in the following items:

Date: (1)

10-Jun-16

Implementing Agency Name: (2)

Merced County Department of Public Health

Project Number: (3)

Project Location(s): (4a)

" (4b)|Delhi - Schendel Elementary School
" (4c)|Delhi - Delhi Middle School
" (4d)

Project Description: (5)

Conduct bicycle and pedestrian safety education for parents, studetns, teachers and residents of community at
large, conduct encouragement activities and work with partners to increase safety.

Enter information in each Task Tab, as it applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)

For Department use only

You will not be able to fill in the following items. Items will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:

Task Summary:

Click the links below
to navigate to
"Task Details" tabs:

Task Task Name Start Date End Date Cost
Task "A" Parent Education /Training Jun-2021 Dec-2021 $ 8,572.48
Task "B" Teacher Trainings Jun-2021 Dec-2021 $ 8,504.44
Task "C" Encouragement Events Jun-2021 Dec-2021 $ 13,380.34
Task "D" Walking School Bus Jun-2021 Dec-2021 $ 8,444.12
Task "E" Safety Jun-2021 Dec-2021 $ 5,367.44
Task "F" $ -
Task "G" $ =
Task "H" $ -
Task "I" $ =
Task "J" $ -
GRAND TOTAL $ 44,268.82

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






TASK "A" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Parent Education /Training

Task Summary (5b):|Survey parents, train and education parents to act as SRTS ambassadors.

Task Schedule (5¢): Start Date :|Jun-2021

End Date: |Dec-2021

Activities (6a): Deliverables (6b):
Survey parents at Schendel Elementary and Delhi Middle School to
1. . . L survey results
assess barriers to walking/bicycling
2. Hold meetings with parents at both school sites to address barriers meeting agenda
Table/provide presentations to parents about benefits of .
3. . Lo copy of materials
walking/bicycling
4 Identify ‘champion' parents that can be trained as waking school bus Names of champion parents
) leaders and possibly a SRTS coordinator pion p
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
) A Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
gency (7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - |Supervising Health Educator/Merced County Department of Public Health 26 $32.30 $ 839.80
Party 2 - [Health Education Specialist /Merced County Department of Public Health 104 $25.91 $ 2,694.64
Party 3 - |Educatorr /Merced Bicycle Coalition 130 $25.00 $ 3,250.00
Party 4 - $ =
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 6,784.44
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 6,784.44

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information
entered in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 68.04
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -

[ A e ] Supplies/Materials (9c):| $ 1,720.00
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ -
R 17N I3 -

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 1,788.04

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 8,572.48

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "A" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel” cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to and from Delhi (.54cens/mile x Delhi 42 RT x 3 trips) 3 $ 68 1 $
2. $ - 2 $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7 $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11 $
12. $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17 $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19 $
20. $ - 20. $
Total 3 $ 68 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost:| $ 68.04 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9¢) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives” cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9¢) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total
1.|General office supplies - markers, flipcharts 6 $20 $ 120.00 1 $
2.|Printing - flyers, agendas, etc. 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 2 $
3.|Food for workshops 3 $200 $ 600.00 3 $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ - 7 $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14, $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17 $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total:| 1009 $221 $ 1,720.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,720.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "A" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct” cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total $
1 $ - 1 $
2. $ - 2 $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4 $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7 $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $
10. $ - 10 $
11. $ - 11 $
12 $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13 $
14. $ - 14 $
15. $ - 15 $
16. $ - 16 $
17. $ - 17 $
18. $ - 18 $
19. $ - 19 $
20. $ - 20 $
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





TASK "B" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):[Teacher Trainings

Task Summary (5b):|ldentify teachers to integrate California Pedestrian And Bicycle Safety Curriculum into classroom

Task Schedule (5c): Start Date :|Jun-2021 End Date: |Dec-2021
Activities and Deliverables:
Activities (6a): Deliverables (6b):
1. Hold workshop for all teachers on importance of SRTS Workshop sign in sheet
2 Identlfy 1-2 champlgn teachers (4-5th grade) to pilot Californai Pedestrian and Feedback on use of curriculum
Bicycle Safety Curriculum in classroom
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. _— Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
9 y (73) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢) $
Party 1 - |Supervising Health Educator/Merced County Department of Public Health 26 $32.30 $ 839.80
Party 2 - [Health Education Specialist /Merced County Department of Public Health 104 $25.91 $ 2,694.64
Party 3 - |[Educatorr /Merced Bicycle Coalition 130 $25.00 $ 3,250.00
Party 4 - $ s
Party 5 - $ =
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 6,784.44
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7):| $ 6,784.44

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered
in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):

click below: Equipment (9b):

Supplies/Materials (9c¢): 1,720.00

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ]
Incentives (9d):

Other Direct Costs (9e):

"(9f):

Total Other Costs (99): 1,720.00

plele|e|le|le|e|e

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10): 8,504.44

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





Task "B" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel” cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to and from Delhi (.54cens/mile x Delhi 42 RT x 3 trips) 3 $ 1 $
2. $ 2 $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4. $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7 $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $

10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11 $
12. $ 12 $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17 $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19 $
20. $ 20. $
Total 3 $ Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost: $ = Total Equipment Cost:| $

Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9¢) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9¢) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total
1.|General office supplies - markers, flipcharts 6 $20 $ 120.00 1 $
2.|Printing - flyers, agendas, etc. 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 2 $
3.|Food for workshops 3 $200 $ 600.00 3 $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ - 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14, $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17 $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total:| 1009 $221 $ 1,720.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,720.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "B" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct” cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total $
1 $ - 1 $
2. $ - 2 $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4 $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7 $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $
10. $ - 10 $
11. $ - 11 $
12 $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13 $
14. $ - 14 $
15. $ - 15 $
16. $ - 16 $
17. $ - 17 $
18. $ - 18 $
19. $ - 19 $
20. $ - 20 $
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





TASK "C" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Encouragement Events

Task Summary (5b):|Coordinate and host encouragement events at school sites

Task Schedule (5c): Start Date : [Jun-2021 End Date:|Dec-2021
Activities and Deliverables:
Activities (6a): Deliverables (6b):
1. Hold walk to school day event in September Photos
2. Coordinate a minimum of 2 bike rodoes Photos
3. Conduct helmet fittings and bike checks Photos
4. Conduct bike/walk contest for students Photos
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. S Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
gency (72) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢c) $
Party 1 - [Supervising Health Educator/Merced County Department of Public Health 26 $32.30 $ 839.80
Party 2 - [Health Education Specialist /Merced County Department of Public Health 104 $25.91 $ 2,694.64
Party 3 - [Educatorr /Merced Bicycle Coalition 130 $25.00 $ 3,250.00
Party 4 - $ =
Party 5 - $ =
Party 6 - $ =
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 6,784.44
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 6,784.44

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered in
the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 113.40
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 3,700.00
i i : 1,720.00
[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] Supplies/Materials (9c):| $

Incentives (9d):| $ 1,062.50

Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ -

o) $ =
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 6,595.90
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 13,380.34

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





Task "C" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel” cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total Type of Equipment Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total
1.|Travel to and from Delhi (.54cens/mile x Delhi 42 RT x 5trips) 5 $ 113 1.|Bicycle Helmets 25 |ea $10 $ 250.00
2. $ - 2.[Bicyle Repair Kits 2 ea $100 $ 200.00
3. $ - 3.|Obstacle Course Equipment 1 ea $2250 | $ 2,250.00
4. $ - 4.[safety Vests 10 [ea $20 $ 200.00
5. $ - 5.[Sarety Cones 25 ea $5 $ 125.00
6. $ - 6.|Walk to school t-shirts 25  |ea $7 $ 175.00
7. $ - 7.|Bike locks 25 |ea $20 $ 500.00
8. $ - 8. $ °
9. $ - 9. $ °
10. $ - 10. $ -
11. $ - 11 $ -
12. $ - 12 $ -
13. $ - 13, $ -
14. $ - 14, $ -
15. $ - 15, $ -
16. $ - 16. $ -
17. $ - 17 $ -
18. $ - 18, $ -
19. $ - 19 $ -
20. $ - 20, $ -
Total 5 $ 113 Total:| 113 $2412 | 8 3,700.00
Total Travel Cost:| $ 113.40 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 3,700.00
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9¢) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives” cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9¢) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total
1.|General office supplies - markers, flipcharts 6 $20 $ 120.00 1.|Bike reflectors 250 $2 $ 500.00
2.|Printing - flyers, agendas, etc. 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 2.|Reflective 250 $0 $ 62.50
3.|Food for workshops 3 $200 $ 600.00 3.[safety coloring books 250 $2 $ 500.00
4. $ = 4. $ °
5. $ - 5. $ -
6. $ = 6. $ °
7. $ - 7 $ -
8. $ = 8. $ °
9. $ - 9. $ -
10. $ - 10, $ -
11. $ - 11, $ -
12. $ - 12 $ -
13. $ - 13, $ -
14. $ - 14, $ -
15. $ - 15, $ -
16. $ - 16, $ -
17. $ - 17 $ -
18. $ - 18, $ -
19. $ - 19, $ -
20. $ - 20, $ -
Total:| 1009 $221 $ 1,720.00 Total:| 750 $4 $ 1,062.50
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,720.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ 1,062.50

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "C" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct” cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total $
1 $ - 1 $
2. $ - 2 $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4 $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7 $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $
10. $ - 10 $
11. $ - 11 $
12 $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13 $
14. $ - 14 $
15. $ - 15 $
16. $ - 16 $
17. $ - 17 $
18. $ - 18 $
19. $ - 19 $
20. $ - 20 $
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





TASK "D" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):(Walking School Bus

Task Summary (5b):|Coordinate, organize and promote walking school bus

Task Schedule (5c¢): Start Date :|Jun—2021 End Date: |Dec-2021
Activities and Deliverables:
Activities (6a): Deliverables (6b):
1 Identify parent to act as coordinator of walking school bus coordintor and parent Name of parent
leaders
2. Coordinate logistics including time, route and leaders Walking school bus outline
3. Hold sign ups for walking school bus after leaders/routes have been identified Sign up sheet
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. A Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total $
gency (72) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢c)
Party 1 - |Supervising Health Educator/Merced County Department of Public Health 26 $32.30 $ 839.80
Party 2 - |Health Education Specialist /Merced County Department of Public Health 104 $25.91 $ 2,694.64
Party 3 - |Educatorr /Merced Bicycle Coalition 130 $25.00 $ 3,250.00
Party 4 - $ =
Party 5 - $ =
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 6,784.44
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7):| $ 6,784.44

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered in
the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 589.68
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 70.00
Supplies/Materials (9c):| $ 1,000.00

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] PP (8c)

Incentives (9d):| $ -

Other Direct Costs (9¢):| $ -

"teh:] $ -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 1,659.68
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 8,444.12

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





Task "D" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel” cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to and from Delhi (.54cens/mile x Delhi 42 RT x 26 trips) 26 $ 590 1.|Walk to school t-shirts 10 [ea $7 $ 70.00
2. $ - 2 $ -
3. $ - 3 $ -
a. $ - 4. $ -
5. $ - 5. $ -
6. $ - 6. $ -
7. $ - 7 $ -
8. $ - 8. $ -
9. $ - 9 $ -
10. $ - 10 $ -
11 $ - 11 $ -
12. $ - 12 $ -
13. $ - 13 $ -
14. $ - 14 $ -
15. $ - 15 $ -
16. $ - 16 $ -
17. $ - 17 $ -
18. $ - 18 $ -
19. $ - 19 $ -
20. $ - 20 $ -
Total: 26 $ 590 Total 10 $7 $ 70.00
Total Travel Cost:| $ 589.68 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 70.00
Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9¢) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9¢) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Printing - flyers, banners, agendas, etc. 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 1 $ -
2. $ - 2 $ -
3. $ - 3. $ -
4. $ - 4. $ -
5. $ - 5. $ -
6. $ - 6. $ -
7. $ - 7 $ -
8. $ - 8. $ -
9. $ - 9. $ -

10. $ - 10 $ -
11 $ - 11 $ -
12. $ - 12 $ -
13. $ - 13 $ -
14. $ - 14 $ -
15. $ - 15 $ -
16. $ - 16 $ -
17. $ - 17 $ -
18. $ - 18 $ -
19. $ - 19 $ -
20. $ - 20 $ -
Total:| 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 Total 0 $0 $ -

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ =

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "D" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct” cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total $
1 $ - 1 $
2. $ - 2 $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4 $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7 $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $
10. $ - 10 $
11. $ - 11 $
12 $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13 $
14. $ - 14 $
15. $ - 15 $
16. $ - 16 $
17. $ - 17 $
18. $ - 18 $
19. $ - 19 $
20. $ - 20 $
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





TASK "E" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Safety

Task Summary (5b):|Address safety concerns through work with law enforcement, animal control and messaging

Task Schedule (5c¢): Start Date :|Jun—2021 End Date: |Dec-2021
Activities and Deliverables:
Activities (6a): Deliverables (6b):
Hold meetings/conduct trainings with law enforcement around identified safety .
1. . meeting agenda/notes
issues
2. If necessary, increase amount of law enforcement along routes Law enforcement count/log
Work with animal control to address loose dogs which are barrier to .
3. ) . ) Meeting agenda/notes
walking/bicycling
Utlize earned and paid media to conduct safety campaign for drivers, walkers and . .
4. L . . Copies of media
bicyclist in english and spanish
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. _ Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
gency (72) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢) $
Party 1 - [Supervising Health Educator/Merced County Department of Public Health 26 $32.30 $ 839.80
Party 2 - [Health Education Specialist /Merced County Department of Public Health 104 $25.91 $ 2,694.64
Party 3 - $ -
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ =
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 3,534.44
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 3,5634.44

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered in
the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 113.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -
S lies/Materials (9c):| $ 1,720.00
[ Itemized “Other Costs™ Section ] upplies/Materials (c)
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ -
o) $ =
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 1,833.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 5,367.44

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





Task "E" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel” cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Travel to and from Delhi (.54cens/mile x Delhi 42 RT X 5trips) 5 $ 113 1 $
2. $ - 2 $
3. $ - 3 $
a. $ - 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7 $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9 $

10. $ - 10 $
11 $ - 11 $
12. $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13 $
14. $ - 14 $
15. $ - 15 $
16. $ - 16 $
17. $ - 17 $
18. $ - 18 $
19. $ - 19 $
20. $ - 20 $
Total: 5 $ 113 Total 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost:| $ 113.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9¢) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9¢) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|General office supplies - markers, flipcharts 6 $20 $ 120.00 1 $
2.|Printing - flyers, agendas, etc. 1000 31 $ 1,000.00 2 $
3.|Food for workshops 3 $200 $ 600.00 3. $
4. $ - 4 $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7 $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10 $
11 $ - 11 $
12. $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13 $
14. $ - 14 $
15. $ - 15 $
16. $ - 16 $
17. $ - 17 $
18. $ - 18 $
19. $ - 19 $
20. $ - 20 $
Total:| 1009 $221 $ 1,720.00 Total 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,720.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "E" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct” cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity | Units | Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity [ Units | Unit Cost $ Total $
1 $ - 1 $
2. $ - 2 $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4 $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7 $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $
10. $ - 10 $
11. $ - 11 $
12 $ - 12 $
13. $ - 13 $
14. $ - 14 $
15. $ - 15 $
16. $ - 16 $
17. $ - 17 $
18. $ - 18 $
19. $ - 19 $
20. $ - 20 $
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






™

ate: April, 2016 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form —~ Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signamre Page

implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned &?f irms that their agency will be the “implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are

i -, Public Works Director or other officer autharized by their governing board with the authority to

commit the agency's resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are

true and f\a}mmm@ 1o the best of thelr knowled For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that t*&ay are the manager of
i t-of-way facilities {responsible for thelr mal ce angloperation) or they have authority over this position,

e S, _F
>

f"“?ﬁ@% 72k ﬁaecs

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

g’§«'m use only when appropriote}

indersigned affirms that their agency Is committed to partner with the “implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC gunie§mes undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

v

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval®

{For use only when appropriate}

i# the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, w* ether it affects the safety or
aperations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of sug Q@ﬂ“;aumumzs{}mﬂw; t from the traffic operations office be attached or fhm signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the appll a?sm The Ca letter and/or signature does not !m;"ny approval of the project, but instead is
only an ackﬁ{t}w%dg@ma nt that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acce;‘ﬁ:é%ﬁfe.

is 3 letter of support/acknowledgement attached? _ ifyes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required,
Signature: Date;

Name: Phone:

Title: a-mail

* &

Assistanc s T

sy

affic Ons contact information, DLAE contact information can

Contact the District Local 4
be found at http/fwww dot
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M F RC F D__,%‘—l\_ DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
TIENTETCNG e

Kathleen Grassi, R.D., M.P.H.

COUNTY Director
June 10, 2016
Re: Active Transportation Program - Delhi
To Whom It May Concern:

The Merced County Department of Public Health (Department) submits this letter in support of Merced
County Department of Public Work’s funding application for the Active Transportation Program (ATP).
The Department believes the proposal to make infrastructure improvements in Delhi combined with a
non-infrastructure education campaign will improve conditions for pedestrians and bicyclists resulting in
enhanced public health for the community of Delhi.

The proposed projects will provide infrastructure improvements for Shanks Road, Delhi Avenue, and
Schendel Avenue including the construction of curb, gutter, sidewalk and bike lanes. These
infrastructure changes will result in enhanced functionality and increase the number of residents, and
particularly students who walk and bike to Schendel Elementary School. The project will also include a
non-infrastructure component aimed at educating drivers and pedestrians to improve safety and
encourage mode shift from driving to walking and bicycling.

Walking and bicycling are excellent forms of physical activity for children and adults and can contribute
to the reduction in risks for chronic diseases such as obesity and diabetes. Other public health benefits of
walking and bicycling include increased air quality with possible reduction of asthma rates. The
Department is pleased to support the Merced County Department of Public Works and their effort to
seek funding that will support healthy and active living for Delhi residents.

260 E.15th Street, Merced, CA 95341-6216  (209) 381-1200  (209) 381-1215 (FAX)  www.co.merced.ca.us/health
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COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON
Livestock AND FOREIGN AGRICULTURE
RANKING MEMBER

16TH DisTricT, CALIFORNIA
WEB PAGE: www.costa.house.gov
SUBCOMMITTEE ON
Generat FARM CommopiTIEs AND Risk MANAGEMENT

COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES
SUBCOMMITTEE ON

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES -
Waren, Powen avo Oceans HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES i i
WASHINGTON, DC 20515 H

i ;

June 7, 2016 {

Mr. Malcolm Dougherty
Director
California Department of Transportation

P.O. Box 942873
Sacramento, CA 94273

RE: Support for the application submitted the Merced County Department of Public
Works to the California Department of Transportation’s Active Transportation Program
Grant (ATP) for the Delhi Community In-Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project

Director Dougherty:

This letter serves to express my support for the application by the Merced County
Department of Public Works for the Delhi Community In-Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project.

Throughout the community of Delhi, streets are in urgent need of improvements and
renovation to ensure existing road infrastructure meets ADA standards. The Delhi Community
In-Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project proposes to install curb, gutter, sidewalk and curb ramps,
and a Class III bike lane. If awarded, Merced County will use these funds for construction,
obtaining regulatory permits, and implementing non-infrastructure activities determined by the
Merced County Department of Public Health. Additionally, ATP funds will also be used to

complete PS&E, CEQA, and NEPA compliance.

Thank you in advance for your full and fair consideration of the application by the
Merced County Department of Public Works. As the representative for California’s 16"
Congressional District, I recognize the overwhelming impact these funds will have in Delhi.

Sigcerely,
Jﬂ

COSTA
Member of Congress

WASHINGTON OFFICE:

1314 LongworTH House OFfrice BuiLbing
WasHingTon, DC 20515
PHone: (202) 225-3341

Fax: (202) 225-9308

MERCED OFFICE:
2222 M Srtreet, Suite 305
Mercep, CA 95340
Prone: (209) 384-1620

Fax: (209) 384-1629

G-

FRESNO OFFICE:

855 M Street, Suite 940
Fresno, CA 93721
PHone: (559) 495-1620

Fax: (5659) 495-1027





State of California—Transportation Agency EDMUND G. BROWN Jr., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL
1500 Bell Drive

Atwater, CA 95301 frra s s
(209) 356-2956

(800) 735-2929 (TT/TDD)
(800) 735-2922 (Voice)

Received

A S AN SRR PR TS

May 25,2016

File No.: 460.15707.14802.exec.ltrs 2016 delhipublicworks.docx

Merced County Department of Public Works
Dana Hertfelder

715 Martin Luther King Jr. Way

Merced, CA 95340-6041

Dear Mr. Hertfelder:

The California Highway Patrol (CHP), Merced Area fully supports the Merced County
Department of Public Work's funding application for the 2016 Active Transportation Program
(ATP), for the Delhi Community In-Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project. As the CHP Merced
Area commander, | strongly believe the proposed street and curb infrastructural improvements
on Shanks Road, Delhi Avenue and Schendel Road, will greatly improve the safety for those
utilizing the project area. Specifically, the construction of curbs, gutters, sidewalks, bikeways,
and roadway paving improvements will improve the traffic safety for pedestrians and bicyclists.
This will also improve the traffic safety near Schendel Elementary School in Delhi.

[ anticipate this completed project will significantly decrease of loss of life, injuries and property
damage resulting from traffic collisions, which will ultimately lead to improved safety for the
citizens residing in the Delhi community. It is for these reasons, the CHP Merced Area is
pleased to support the Merced County Department of Public Works and their efforts to seek
funding directed toward improving traffic safety at this location.

If I or the Department can ever be of any assistance in the future, please do not hesitate to contact
me or Lieutenant Shane Ferriera, ID 14802, at (209) 356-5956.

Sincerely,

/R. HAWKINS, Captain
Commander
Merced Area

Safety, Service, and Security An Internationally Accredited Agency





PH: 209.723.3153
FAX: 209.723.0322
www.mcagov.org
369 W. 18" Street
Merced, CA. 95340

MERCED COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

May 25, 2016

Re:  Active Transportation Program (ATP) Application: Construct Complete Street
Improvements at Various Locations, in the Community of Delhi

To Whom It May Concern

The Merced County Association of Governments (MCAG) fully supports Merced County
Department of Public Work’s funding application for the Active Transportation Program (ATP).

Merced County’s ATP application proposes constructing complete street improvements at
various locations throughout the Community of Delhi.

Merced County’s ATP project application is consistent with MCAG’s 2014 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP). The RTP goals include promoting and implementing a linked system
of bicycle and pedestrian facilities that enhances accessibility, safety, livability, air quality, and

overall quality of life. MCAG supports local agencies with aggressively pursuing active
transportation funds to implement bicycle and pedestrian projects.

Sincerely,
Vﬂ/\ AAAANA GL*

Marj OV@(im
Executiye Director

ce: Sara Soto, Merced County DPW

Partnering for Regional Solutions
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DELHI UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

EMPOWERING OUR STUDENTS TO SERVE AND LEAD THE WORLD

FIDEL CERVANTES MR. ADOLFO MELARA FELIPE ESPINO
BOARD PRESIDENT
SUPERINTENDENT BOARD MEMBER
BRENDA SAAVEDRA “SERVANCY, DIGNITY, RESPECT" <
BOARD VICE PRESIDENT MAGGIE REYES
BOARD MEMBER
LARONNA WHITE 9716 HINTON AVENUE
BOARD CLERK DELHI, CALIFORNIA 95315 LEE RIDGE
BOARD MEMBER
(209) 656-2000
FAX (209) 656-2002
WWW . DELHI.K12.CA.US
JUNE 13, 2016
LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROJECT
Dear Sir or Madam,

Providing safe routes to our children as they attend school each day must be considered an
obligation which cannot be delayed or postponed. In areas such as Delhi, safe pathways to school
are not a guaranteed reality for children nor for their families. | am sure you would agree with me that
this should not be.

In Delhi, students and parents must walk through areas with nothing but dirt shoulders as pedestrian
routes; in some areas, children and adults must actually walk onto the street to get through. For sure,
this endangers lives needlessly, and it denies children a simple yet vital gift—a pleasant—and clean
walk to school, free of sand, trash, and other paraphernalia.

Beyond safety, sidewalks provide a more dignified way for residents to get around town; for sure,
children who must walk throught ‘dirt roads’ to make it to school each day may be at risk of eventually
seeing themelves as less than students in neighborhoods (and towns) where sidewalks are provided.
What a community provides its children sends a message as to how much it values them.

Without a doubt, all of us involved value our children and their families. All | respectfully ask is that
we begin to show it. If there is anything we can do at Delhi Unified School District, please let me
know; our District is willing to marshal whatever resources we may have to assist in worthy endeavors
such as this.

If I may be of further assistance in your consideration of this letter of support, please do not hesitate
to reach me at 209-656-2000, Extension 7902 or at amelara@delhiusd.org.

| thank you for your time and consideration.
Attentively,
Adolfo Melara

Proud to be the Superintendent of the Delhi Unified School District





Delhi Municipal Advisory Council

June 2™, 2016

Re: Active Transportation Program

To Whom It May Concern:

The Delhi MAC is in full support of the proposed Delhi Community In-Fill
Sidewalk Improvement Project for the Active Transportation Program, Cycle 3.

Safety has always been a primary concern for the community and especially for the
parents and students of Schendel Elementary School and Delhi Middle School who
utilize Schendel Avenue, Shanks Road, or Delhi Avenue to get to school or to
business areas nearby.

The Council is therefore respectfully asking for consideration for funding, through
the ATP grant, so that these areas may be completed and made safe for the citizens
of this community.

Sincerely,

ipal Advisory Council

cc: Sara V. Soto
Merced County DPW
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v—-'/}USTICE & ACCOUNTABILITY
A Tides Center Project

June 7, 2016

Dana Hertfelder, Director of Public Works
Merced Public Works Department

1776 Grogan Ave

Merced, CA 95341

Re:  Support for Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant to fund Delhi projects in the
community of Delhi

Dear Mr. Hertfelder:

Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability is writing to convey our strong support for the
County of Merced’s ATP application for the community of Delhi. The proposed project would
have a significant impact on residents’ lives. It would encourage and facilitate students’ and
parents’ use of active modes of transportation, which would reduce air pollution, enhance public
health and safety, and improve conditions in the disadvantaged, unincorporated community of
Delhi.

Leadership Counsel is a nonprofit that works alongside residents of disadvantaged communities
throughout the San Joaquin and Coachella valleys to promote environmental justice and
equitable community development.

The community of Delhi has a longstanding need for the infrastructure improvements sought by
this ATP application. Currently, students who walk or bike from and to school are forced to
travel along dirt paths and the side of the road. They must share the street with motorists, inhale
dust from unpaved streets, and traverse puddles and stagnant water during the rainy season. The
proposed sidewalks, bike lanes, and installation of curve, gutter, and curve ramps would provide
a safer and healthier path to school for children and parents.

In addition, the project would encourage residents who currently drive to utilize active modes of
transportation, which would in turn lead to less vehicle miles traveled, improved air quality, and
reduced carbon emissions. The project would also improve the area’s physical condition and
promote community development. Delhi is a severely disadvantaged community. Its Census tract
has a CalEnviroScreen that ranks above 76 percent, and according to the American Community
Survey, it has a median income of approximately $31,058 with more than 38.8% of resident
living below the poverty level.

The ATP project proposal was generated through the collaborative efforts Delhi residents, Delhi
Unified District, Leadership Counsel, and Merced County. We have conducted outreach to
identify community priorities, including community meetings and door-to-door canvassing.
Community leaders have identified infrastructure investments as a top priority for a number of
years, particularly those that would improve conditions for children walking to and from school.
We hope that you will support these residents in their longstanding efforts.

764 P Street, Suite o12, Fresno, California 93721
Telephone: (559) 369-2790





Dana Hertfelder
June 7, 2016
Page 2

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Sincerely,

~——— __ ST

: ‘«—/éf’jﬂ;//)é{

Abxgéd»l(armrez Policy. Advoc
Leadership Counsel ““\
764 P Street, Suite 12

Fresno, CA 93721





BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF THE COUNTY OF MERCED, STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of

ENDORSE THE ACTIVE
TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM GRANT
APPLICATION FOR THE IN-FILL
SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENT PROJECT AT
VARIOUS LOCATIONS THROUGHOUT
THE DELHI AREA.

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-58

N i i i i i

WHEREAS, on April 15, 2016, the California Transportation Commission
published a Call for Projects for the Active Transportation Program (Cycle 3); and,

WHEREAS, the Active Transportation Program provides funding for projects that
encourage increased use of active modes of transportation, such as walking and biking;
and,

WHEREAS, the Director of Public Works recommends submitting a grant
application for the following: Delhi Community In-Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project;
and,

WHEREAS, the County is committed to installing improvements along a
segment of Shanks Road from approximately 210’ south of Letteau Avenue to Lewis
Circle, and along both Delhi Avenue and Schendel Avenue, starting from Stephens
Street and ending at Hinton Avenue; and,

WHEREAS, the project proposes to construct curb, gutter, and sidewalks, where
non-existent, reconstruct existing infrastructure to meet ADA standards, and install a
Class Il bike lane to connect existing bike paths; and,

WHEREAS, non-motorized users in the community will benefit from increased
safety and mobility through upgraded walking and biking routes to Schendel Elementary
School, residences and nearby businesses in the downtown area; and,

WHEREAS, a Resolution is requested to endorse the grant application for the
Delhi Community In-Fill Sidewalk Improvement Project, at various locations throughout
the Delhi area.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE |IT RESOLVED THAT THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS does hereby endorse the grant application for Delhi Community In-Fill
Sidewalk Improvement Project.





I, JAMES L. BROWN, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Merced, do hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was regularly introduced, passed

and adopted by said Board at a regular meeting thereof held on & day of June, 2016
by the following vote:

SUPERVISORS:
AYES: Hub Walsh, John Pedrozo, Daron McDaniel, Deidre F. Kelsey,
Jerry O’Banion
NOES: None

ABSENT: None

U
ﬁl\b WITNESS my hand and the Seal of this Board this 4 day of
2016,

JAMES L. BROWN, CLERK
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		Prelim Plans

		Shanks Road Letteau Ave to Lewis Cir

		Shanks Road Letteau Ave to Lewis Cir2

		Shanks Road Letteau Ave to Lewis Cir3

		Delhi Ave and Stephens St

		Delhi Ave Stephens St to Hinton Ave

		Delhi Ave Stephens St to Hinton Ave2

		Delhi Ave at King St

		Schendel Ave at Stephens St

		Schendel Ave Stephens to Hinton



		CrossSections

		Typical Sections (4) Shanks Road from Letteau

		Typical Sections (2)Delhi Avenue (1)

		Typical Sections (2)Delhi Avenue (2) (1)

		Typical Sections (1)King Street (1)

		Typical Sections (1)Delhi Avenue (1)

		Typical Sections (3) Schendel Ave Stephens to






Attachment J

Free Reduced Meal Program- Factsheet
Appl Part 3: Project Type (SRTS)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 16 17 A E
) ) Percent (%)
Academic Year | County Code District Code School Code County Name District Name School Name District Type | School Type Edu.catlonal x| Gl ERCliment Eligible FRPM
Option Type |Grade | Grade (K-12) (K-12)
2015-2016 24 75366 0000001 Merced Delhi Unified Nonpublic, Nonsectarian Schools Unified School N/A N/A 2 0.0%
2015-2016 24 75366 0105817 Merced Delhi Unified Harmony Elementary Unified School Elementary Sct Traditional K 8 623 77.4%
2015-2016 24 75366 0114538 Merced Delhi Unified Shattuck Independent Study Unified School Alternative Sch Alternative Sch 9 12 15 60.0%
2015-2016 24 75366 0131862 Merced Delhi Unified Delhi Middle Unified School Junior High Sch Traditional 7 8 407 81.1%
2015-2016 24 75366 2430114 Merced Delhi Unified Delhi High Unified School High Schools (P Traditional 9 12 750 78.4%
2015-2016 24 75366 2430197 Merced Delhi Unified Shattuck Educational Park Unified School Continuation H Continuation S9 12 28 67.9%
2015-2016 24 75366 6025407 Merced Delhi Unified El Capitan Elementary Unified School Elementary Sct Traditional K 8 317 83.9%
2015-2016 24 75366 6025415 Merced Delhi Unified Schendel Elementary Unified School Elementary Sct Traditional K 8 527 80.5%

Source: 2015-16 CALPADS Fall 1 Submission

California Departement of Education

Data Reporting Office
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Attachment J
Free Reduced Meal Program- Factsheet
Appl Part 3: Project Type (SRTS)





Attachment J
Ped/Bike Counts

Appl. Part B: Question #2
Pedestrian/Bike & Drop-off/Pick-up

Location: Schendel Elementary School
via Delhi Ave & Schendel Avenue

Date: 4/28/2016

Time: 7:45AM - 8:45AM
1:45PM - 2:45PM (grades k-3)
2:45PM - 3:45PM (grades 4-8)

. Pedestrains . Passenger Cars
Time Bikes -
Students | Adults Drop- off | Pick-up
7:45 AM - 8:00 AM 14 3 0 20 0
8:00 AM - 8:15 AM 19 6 0 58 0
8:15 AM - 8:30 AM 18 8 0 42 0
8:30 AM - 8:45 AM 2 0 1 0 0
TOTAL 53 17 1 120 0
Time Pedestrains Bikes Passenger Fars
Students | Adults Drop- off | Pick-up
1:30 PM - 1:45 PM 0 0 0 0 1
1:45 PM - 2:00 PM 0 0 0 0 7
2:00 PM - 2:15 PM 0 0 0 0 31
2:15 PM - 2:30 PM 11 7 1 0 22
2:30 PM - 2:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 11 7 1 0 61
2:45 PM - 3:00 PM 2 1 0 0 14
3:00 PM - 3:15 PM 21 3 0 0 21
3:15 PM - 3:30 PM 2 1 0 0 4
3:30 PM - 3:45 PM 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 25 5 0 0 39
Assume 1.5 student/car
estimate 180 students dropped off
estimate 150 students picked up

Observers C. Lopez
S. Soto
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Attachment J
Ped/Bike Counts
Appl. Part B: Question #2
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Delhi, Schendel Avenue, School Day: {8:30 AM - 2:15 PM, K-3) (8:30 AM-3:05 All Other Grades)

Time Pedestrains Bikes Passenger Cars

Students Adults Drop- off Pick-up
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Yelhi, Schendel Avenue, School Day: (8:30 AM - 2:15 PM, K-3) (8:30 AM-3:05 All Other Grades)

Time

Pedestrains

Students

Adults

Bilkes

Passenger Cars

Drop- off

Pick-up

130 PM - 1:45 PM
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2:30 PM - 2:45 PM

2:45 PM - 3:00 PM

3:00 PM - 3115 PM

3115 PM - 330 PM

e

3:30 PM - 3:45 PM






Attachment J

Public Participation
Deh, DL//Z D/Kﬂ Appl. Part B: Question #4
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Public Participation
Appl. Part B: Question #4





Agenda for Delhi Meeting, April 20

1.)Discuss ATP meeting with Steve Rough
2.)Flowchart of next steps for ATP

3.)Discuss Business on 4™ street
4.)Sheriff will answer questions /presentation
5.)State policy related to local policy — AB 1318, AB 2332
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RN
“ LEADERSHIP COUNSEL
W FOR
v:l JUSTICE & ACCOUNTABILITY
\ A Tides Center Project
Peth
April 7, 2015

AGENDA

1) Introductions

2) Review of ATP & SRTS fact sheets

3) Questions

4) Activity: Identify ATP projects in the community
5) Events

e Tuesday, April 12" 4pm-5pm: Meeting with Steve
Rough from Merced County Department of Public
Works (345 W 7" St, Merced, CA 95341)

e May 3™ 6pm-8pm: Candidate forum for Merced
County Supervisors hosted by the League of Women
Voters of Merced County held at the City Council
Chambers (678 W 18" St)

764 P Street, Suite 012, Fresno, California 93721
Telephone: (559) 369-2790
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Analisis del Programa de Transporte Activo
Mejores Condiciones de Vida Para Todos

. Qué es el Programa de Transporte Activo?
El Programa de Transporte Activo (ATP, por
sus siglas en inglés) es una iniciativa del
Estado de California el cuyo objetivo es
mejorar el uso de modos activos de transporte,
como andar en bicicleta y caminar. Esto con el
fin de lograr un California méas saludable y
mejorar la calidad del aire. El programa
provee  fondos para  proyectos de
infraestructura como: mejoramiento  de
caminos, rutas de bicicletas, y rutas de
transito.

Estos fondos pueden ayudar a crear
comunidades mas saludables donde la gente
pueda caminar o andar en bicicleta, por su
comunidad, de manera segura y digna. Por
ejemplo, estas inversiones ayudarian a
disminuir los viajes en coche y aumentar el
uso en bici, y caminar. Estos cambios
resultarian en la reduccion de contaminacion,
enfermedades prevenibles como la obesidad,
la diabetes, enfermedades cardiovasculares, y
enfermedades respiratorias como el asma.

El Programa tiene fondos para varios tipos de
proyectos que aumentan el acceso, uso y
seguridad de los peatones y gente en bici. Por
ejemplo, estos fondos se pueden usar para
: Sefiales que disminuyen la velocidad

Nuevas y mejoras de calles para
bicicletas y para peatones.
Estacionamiento para bicicletas
Infraestructura: banquetas, pavimento,

luces, sefaleros, sefialeros de trafico

;Quién es elegible para solicitar fondos del
ATP?
Agencias de transporte (COG, MPO)
Ciudades y Condados, Caltrans
Escuelas Publicas o distritos escolares.
Los gobiernos tribales - federalmente
ST

reconocidas

Organizaciones No Gubernamentales
(ONG) sin fines de lucro pueden solicitar
proyectos del Programa de caminos
recreativos.

;Cudl es el proceso para someter un
proyecto de ATP?

1.) Reunirse con su comunidad para
identificar proyectos de
infraestructura, por ejemplo: falta de
banquetas, luces, calles pavimentadas.

2.) ldentifica que agencia es elegible para
desarrollar la aplicaciéon y entregar la
propuesta.

3.) Trabajar con personal de la agencia
para desarrollar una  propuesta
competitiva. Presenta sus notas de
reunion, lista de participantes en las
reuniones, fotografias del proyecto.

4.) Si el proyecto no tiene éxito en la
competicion a nivel estatal, existen
otros fondos locales para el
mejoramiento de infraestructura y el
uso de transporte activo.

Fechas Importantes

Marzo: Reunirse con su comunidad y con la
agencia responsable para identificar los
proyectos.

Abril 15, 2016: Desarrollo de Proyectos por
las agencias responsable

June 15, 2016 El plazo para solicitar fondos
del ATP

Su participacion es importante para
asegurarnos que los proyectos de su
comunidad sean un éxito y crear comunidades
seguras y saludables. Si tiene preguntas por
favor de comunicarse con Abigail Ramirez al
(415) 374-6020 o
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Active Transportation Program Analysis
Better Living Conditions for All

What is the Active Transportation
Program?

The Active Transportation Program (ATP) is a
State initiative which aims to improve the use
of active modes of transportation such as
walking and biking. The goal of ATP is to
create safer and healthier communities and
improve air quality.

The program provides funds for active
transportation infrastructure projects that
include bicycle lanes, sidewalks, lighting,
transit routes, and safe street crossings. These
funds are intended to improve the quality of
neighborhoods so people feel safe to walk,
want to bicycle and have destinations within
short distances. For example, these
investments would help reduce vehicle miles
traveled and increase the use of biking and
walking. These changes will help reduce
pollution, preventable diseases such as
obesity, diabetes, cardiovascular diseases, and
respiratory diseases such as asthma.

Who can apply?

» Transportation Agencies (COG, MPO)
« City and County
Public Schools or School Districts
» Tribal governments — federally
recognized
* Non-Governmental Organizations
(NGO) - non-profits can help request
programs
What is the process for submitting a project
for ATP?

1.) Meet with the community to identify
infrastructure projects, such as: lack of
sidewalks, lighting, paved streets.

47T
[ [y LE
-

2.) ldentify which agency is eligible to
develop the application and submit the
proposal.

3.) Work with agency staff to develop a
competitive proposal. Presents notes from
meetings, lists of participants in meetings,
photographs of the project.

4.) If the project is unsuccessful in the
competition at the state level, there are other
local funds to improve infrastructure and the
use of active transportation.

Important dates

March: Meet with your community and the
agency responsible for identifying projects
April 15, 2016: Project development for the
responsible agencies

June 15, 2016: The deadline for requesting
funds ATP

Your participation is important to ensure that
ATP projects identified by your community
are successful. We at Leadership Counsel are
happy to discuss this in further detail. For
additional information please contact Abigail
Ramirez at (415)374-6020 or
aramirez@leadershipcounel.org
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Safe Routes to Schools
Better Living Conditions for All

What is the Safe Routes to School Program?

The Safe Routes to School (SRTS) grants are awarded
through the Active Transportation Program (ATP), a
statewide program that encourages active transportation,
like walking and biking. SRTS are school-based projects
that dedicate funds to making walking and biking safe for
children. The goal of SRTS is to create safer and healthier
communities and to improve air quality around school
zones.

The SRTS program funds the following projects:

1) Infrastructure projects- such as sidewalks,
crosswalks, stop signs, and street lighting around a
school zone. These funds are intended to enable
and encourage children to walk and bicycle to
school and to reduce congestion around these
areas.

2) Non-Infrastructure projects- such as educational
and outreach programs. These projects can help
provide data that demonstrates the effectiveness
and importance in increasing active transportation,
like traffic and safety education for children and
parents.

What are the benefits of the Safe Routes to School
Program?

e Help create a safe environment for children to
walk and bike

e Increase awareness of pedestrians and bicyclists

safety

Increase active modes of travel (walk and bike)

Help children follow traffic rules

Reduce accidents and improve driver behavior

Promote less dependency on vehicles

Who is eligible to apply for the SRTS funds?

e Public and Private Schools or Unified School
Districts

e City or County Public Works Departments

=

What is the process for submitting a project for SRTS?

1.) Meet with the community to identify infrastructure
project ideas, such as: sidewalks, lighting, paved
streets, and/or bus stops with shelters and benches
around the school zone

2.) Collect notes from meetings, lists of participants in
meetings, photographs of the projects.

3.) Get support from Superintendent(s) from the
respective school district

4.) Work with agency staff to develop a competitive
and strong application to submit.

5.) If the project is unsuccessful in the competition at
the State level, identify and apply for other local
funds to improve infrastructure and the use of
active transportation.

Who should engage in the process?

e Parents

e Principals

e  Superintendents

e Public Works Staff
e Non-profits

Important Dates

March: Meet with your community and the agency
responsible for submitting SRTS applications

April 15, 2016: Project development by the responsible
agencies

June 15,2016: The deadline for submitting SRTS projects

Your participation is important to ensure that SRTS
projects identified by your community are successful. For
additional information please contact Abigail Ramirez at
(415) 374-6020 or aramirez@leadershipcounsel.org
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Programa de Rutas Seguras a la Escuela
Mejores Condiciones de Vida para Todos

. Oué es el programa de Rutas Sequras a la
Escuela?

Las becas escolares del programa de Rutas Seguras a
la Escuela (SRTS, por sus siglas en inglés) son
otorgadas a través del Programa de Transporte Activo
(ATP). El programa de ATP es una iniciativa del
Estado de California el cuyo objetivo es mejorar el
uso de transporte activo, como caminar y andar en
bicicleta. Los proyectos de SRTS son especificos a
proyectos alrededor de las escuelas. Estos proyectos
pretenden promover y facilitar que los nifios y
jovenes vayan al colegio a pie y en bicicleta
seguramente. El objetivo de SRTS es crear
comunidades mas seguras y saludables y mejorar la
calidad del aire en las zonas escolares.

El programa de SRTS financia los siguientes
proyectos:

1.) Proyectos de infraestructura- como
banquetas, sefiales de alto, y luces de
alumbrado cerca de zonas escolares. El
proposito de estos proyectos es asegurar que
nifios puedan caminar y usar su bicicleta
seguramente cuando van a la escuela y
también reducir la congestion causada por
trafico alrededor de estas areas.

2.) Proyectos no relacionados con
Infraestructura- como programas educativos.
Estos proyectos pueden ayudar a
proporcionar los datos que demuestran la
eficacia y la importancia de usos de
transporte activo, al igual que la educacién
vial y la seguridad para los nifios y los
padres.

¢ Cuaéles son los beneficios del programa de Rutas
Sequras a la Escuela?

e Ayudar a crear un ambiente seguro para que
los nifios puedan caminar y andar en
bicicleta

e  Crear conciencia sobre peatones y la
seguridad de los ciclistas.

e  Aumentar el uso de modos activo (caminar y
andar en bicicleta)

e  Crear conciencia entre los nifios para que
ellos sigan las normas de trafico

e Reducir los accidentes y mejorar el
comportamiento de conductores

e  Promover menos dependencia en los
vehiculos

AT
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¢ Quién es elegible para aplicar para los fondos de
SRTS?

e  Escuela Publica y Privada o Distritos
Escolares Unificados

e Ciudad o Condado Departamento de
Obras Publicas

¢ Cuél es el proceso para someter un Proyecto
para SRTS?

1) Reunirse con la comunidad para identificar
ideas para proyectos de infraestructura,
como: banquetas, luces, calles
pavimentadas, y/o paradas de autobuses con
sobra y banco alrededor de las areas
escolares

2) Colectar notas de las juntas, listados de las
personas que participaron en las juntas,
fotografia de los proyectos

3) Consigue el apoyo del Superintendente(s) de
la escuela respectivo Distrito Escolar

4) Trabajar en conjunto con el personal de la
agencia para desarrollar una solicitud
competitiva y fuerte

5) Si el proyecto no es exitoso en el programa
estatal, identifica y solicita para otros fondos
locales para mejorar infraestructura y el uso
al transporte activo

¢Quién deberia participar en el proceso?
e Padres
e Directores
e  Superintendentes
e  Personal del Departamento de
Servicios Publicos

Fechas Importantes

Marzo: Reunirse con su comunidad y con la agencia
responsable en someter solicitudes de SRTC

15 de abril del 2106: Desarrollo de Proyectos por las
agencias responsables

15 de junio del 2016: Fecha limite para someter
proyectos de SRTS

Su participacion es importante para asegurarnos que
los proyectos de su comunidad sean un éxito y crear
comunidades seguras y saludables. Si tiene preguntas
por favor de comunicarse con Abigail Ramirez al
aramirez@leadershipcounsel.org o (415) 374-6020.
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Attachment J

9716 Hinton Ave, CA 953 Improved Public Health
Appl. Part B: Question #5

AD=E=S B LE

Census Tract: 6047000203

Population: 9,272

The following numbers represent the percentil
score for that component or indicator. A highe
percentile indicates a higher relative burden.
Scroll to the bottom for a pie chart of
race/ethnicity.

Pollution Burden: 65
Population Characteristics: 77

Ozone: 71
PM2.5: 61
Diesel: 35
Drinking Water: 62
Pesticides: 97
Toxic Releases: 29
Traffic Density: 45

Cleanup Sites: 27
Groundwater Threats:0

Hazardous Waste: 0
Impaired Water: 49
n
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http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/air-quality-ozone

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/air-quality-pm25

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/diesel-particulate-matter

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/drinking-water-contaminants

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/pesticide-use

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/toxic-releases-facilities

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/traffic-density

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/cleanup-sites

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/groundwater-threats

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/hazardous-waste-generators-and-facilities

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/impaired-water-bodies

http://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/indicator/solid-waste-sites-and-facilities
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Californic vearment of

EDUCATION

Change Text Size:iA A

CDE Home » DataQuest » Report Results

Physical Fitness Test

Report:| --- Select another report here --- v
California Department of Education
Statewide Assessment Division
Prepared: 6/9/2016 9:43:49 AM
State: California
County: Merced
District: Delhi Unified
School:Schendel Elementary
2014-15 California Physical Fitness Report
Overall - Summary of Results
Schendel Elementary
Additional information can be found at the California Department of Education Physical Fitness Test Web page.
% Grade % Grade % Grade
5 7 9
% Grade | Students % Grade | Students % Grade | Students
Total 5 inNeeds | Total 7 inNeeds | Total 9 in Needs
Tested' | Number | % Grade | Students | Improve- | Tested' | Number | % Grade | Students | Improve- | Tested' | Number | % Grade | Students | Improve-
Physical in Grade 5 5 inNeeds | ment- in Grade 7 7 inNeeds | ment - in Grade 9 9 inNeeds | ment-
Fitness Grade |Students | Students |Improve- | Health | Grade |Students | Students |Improve-| Health | Grade |Students | Students | Improve-| Health
Area 5 in HFZ? inHFZ ment Risk 7 in HFZ? in HFZ ment Risk 9 in HFZ? in HFZ ment Risk
Aerobic
Capacity 78 37 474 48.7 39 70 29 414 443 143 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Body
c " 78 37 474 12.8 39.8 70 38 54.3 18.6 271 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
omposition
Abdominal 78 57 73.4 26.9 N/A 70 58 82.9 17.1 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 NiA
Strength
Trunk
Extension 78 71 91.0 9.0 N/A 70 56 80.0 20.0 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A
Strength
Upper Body 78 55 705 295 N/A 70 47 67.1 329 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A
Strength
Flexibility 78 51 65.4 346 N/A 70 46 65.7 34.3 N/A 0 0 0.0 0.0 N/A

"Includes partially tested students
2HFZis an acronym for Healthy Fitness Zone a registered trademark of The Cooper Institute

** To protect confidentiality scores are not shown when the number of students tested is 10 or less
N/A Not applicable
The PFT is based on the FITNESSGRAM/ACTIVITYGRAM software, owned by the Cooper Institute, Dallas, TX, and published by Human Kinetics, Champaign, IL. The
PFT is created and copyrighted by the California Department of Education (CDE) under a license agreement with Human Kinetics. The FITNESSGRAM is a registered
trademark of The Cooper Institute.

The PFT performance standards are available on the CDE FITNESSGRAM: Healthy Fitness Zone Charts Web page. Information about the FITNESSGRAM is available on
the Human Kinetics Web site (Outside Source).

Questions: High School and Physical Fitness Assessment Office | pft@cde.ca.gov | 916-445-9449

California Department of Education

1430 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Web Policy



http://data1.cde.ca.gov/

http://www.cde.ca.gov/

http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/dataquest.asp

http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTDN/Summary2011.aspx?r=0&t=4&y=2014-15&c=00000000000000&n=0000

http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTDN/Summary2011.aspx?r=0&t=3&y=2014-15&c=24000000000000&n=0000

http://data1.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTDN/Summary2011.aspx?r=0&t=2&y=2014-15&c=24753660000000&n=0000

http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/pf/

http://preview.cde.ca.gov/pft/PhysFitness/gls_pft_tasks1011.asp

http://preview.cde.ca.gov/pft/PhysFitness/gls_pft_hfz1011.asp

http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/ft/healthfitzones.asp

http://www.fitnessgram.net/home/

mailto:pft@cde.ca.gov

http://www.cde.ca.gov/re/di/ws/webpolicy.asp
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Ever diagnosed with asthma compared by Age groups - 4 categorical levels

Asked of all respondents 1 year of age and older

County or county group (Merced)

Age groups - 4 categorical levels

) . Child (0-11), Adolescent (12-17) Adult (18-64), Senior (65+) All
Ever diagnosed with asthma - - - - - - - - -
% 95% Cl  Population % 95% Cl  Population % 95% Cl  Population
Has asthma (Merced) 26.6% 11.3-41.9 - 19.4% 13.9-25.0 - 21.6% 14.7-28.4 -
Has asthma (Entire State) 15.2% 13.6-16.7 - 14.0% 13.3-14.7 - 14.2% 13.6-14.9 -
Does not have asthma (Merced) 73.4% 58.1-88.7 - 80.6% 75.0-86.1 - 78.4% 71.6-85.3 -
Does not have asthma (Entire State) 84.8% 83.3-86.4 - 86.0% 85.3-86.7 - 85.8% 85.1-86.4 -
Total (Merced) 100.0% - - 100.0% - - 100.0% - -
Total (Entire State) 100.0% - - 100.0% - - 100.0% - -

Created on: 6/8/2016 12:32 PM

Source: 2013, 2014 California Health Interview Survey






County Health

Rankings & Roadmaps

Building a Culture of Health, County by County

Merced (MC)

Merced Error Top U.S. Californi Rank
County Margin Performers” orma (of 57)
Health Outcomes 49
Length of Life 35
Premature death 6,700 6,400-7,100 5,200 5,300
Quality of Life 55
Poor or fair health** 23% 22-24% 12% 18%
Poor physical health days** 4.7 4.6-4.8 2.9 4.0
Poor mental health days** 4.1 4.0-4.3 2.8 3.6
Low birthweight 7% 6-7% 6% 7%
Health Factors 53
Health Behaviors 55
'Adult smoking** 16% 15-16% 14% 13%
'Adult obesity 29% 24-35% 25% 23%
Food environment index 6.9 8.3 7.7
'Physical inactivity 21% 17-26% 20% 17%
Access to exercise opportunities 66% 91% 94%
Excessive drinking** 16% 16-17% 12% 17%
Alcohol-impaired driving deaths 32% 28-35% 14% 30%
Sexually transmitted infections 408.7 134.1 439.9
Teen births 46 44-47 19 32
Clinical Care 46
Uninsured 21% 19-23% 11% 19%
Primary care physicians 2,040:1 1,040:1 1,270:1
Dentists 2,380:1 1,340:1 1,260:1
Mental health providers 840:1 370:1 360:1
Preventable hospital stays 51 48-53 38 41
Diabetic monitoring 80% 77-83% 90% 81%
Mammography screening 61% 58-64% 71% 59%
Social & Economic Factors 53
High school graduation 92% 93% 85%
Some college 44% 42-46% 72% 62%
Unemployment 12.8% 3.5% 7.5%
Children in poverty 36% 32-40% 13% 23%
Income inequality 4.6 4.3-4.8 3.7 5.2
Children in single-parent households 37% 35-40% 21% 32%
Social associations 4.3 22.1 5.8
Violent crime 604 59 425
Injury deaths 61 56-65 51 46
Physical Environment 47
Air pollution - particulate matter 9.1 9.5 9.3
Drinking water violations Yes No
Severe housing problems 27% 26-29% 9% 29%
Driving alone to work 78% 77-78% 71% 73%
Long commute - driving alone 28% 27-30% 15% 38%

~ 10th/9oth percentile, i.e., only 10% are better.
Note: Blank values reflect unreliable or missing data 2016
** Data should not be compared with prior years due to changes in definition/methods



http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/outcomes/1/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/outcomes/2/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/outcomes/36/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/outcomes/42/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/outcomes/37/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/9/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/11/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/133/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/70/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/132/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/49/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/134/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/45/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/14/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/85/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/4/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/88/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/62/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/5/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/7/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/50/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/21/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/69/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/23/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/24/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/44/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/82/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/140/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/43/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/135/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/125/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/124/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/136/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/67/map

http://www.countyhealthrankings.org/app/california/2016/measure/factors/137/map
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Delhi Community Pedestrian & Bike
Connectivity Project Crash Data & Influence Area

8/21/2015 at 13:30
S 3 PR & Ped-Vehicle Crash

6/22/2013 at 15:17 £as RN Y 9 , ; (Other Visible Injury)
Ped-Vehicle Crash : 7 2 > W <
(Other Visible Injury) 4. 9, A ¥ NN ¥ s CHP Report #9460-2015-0084

% / S N ; TIMS Case ID: -
CHP Report #2013060066 [ 55 4 7 /L
TIMS Case ID: 6119860 e ED N ek ¢ 5 Safety Issue = No Sidewalk,

Y Non-Existent Ped. Crossing

6/27/2013 at 23:26
Ped-Vehicle Crash
(Fatality)

CHP Report #2013060099
TIMS Case ID: 5911233

Safety Issue: No curb
ramps, Inadequate Ped.
Facilities

10/29/2012 at 07:55
Bike-Vehicle Crash
(Complaint of Pain)

04/21/2011 at 20:04
Ped-Vehicle Crash
(Fatality)

CHP Report #2012100094

TIMS Case ID: 5833995 CHP Report #2011040063

TIMS Case ID: 5189496

Safety Issue: Inadequate
bike facilities on influence
areas

Safety Issue: Inadequate Crosswalk

- = ~ L N 2

>

T

G 0=

L i 2
FH ]

Influence Areas:

|:| Within limits of proposed improvements

|:| Effected by limits of proposed improvements






Delhi Community Pedestrian & Bike
Connectivity Project Crash Data & Influence Area

Pedestrian and Bike Crashes (ONLY) — Community of Delhi, County of Merced

2011-2015
CHP Report No. | TIMS Case ID Date Time Location Coordinates Collision Severity Collision Type
Lat. Long. Pedestrian | Bicycle
2011040063 5189496 04/21/2011 | 20:04 | 37.42869 | -120.77799 Fatality 1
2012100094 5833995 10/29/2012 | 07:55 | 37.42975 | -120.77849 Injury 1
2013060066 6119860 06/22/2013 | 15:17 | 37.43353 | -120.78580 Injury 1
2013060099 5911233 06/27/2013 | 23:26 | 37.43011 | -120.77624 Fatality 1
9460-2015-0084 --* 08/21/2015 | 13:30 | 37.43269 | -120.77912 Injury 1

*Data not found






Delhi Community Pedestrian & Bike
Connectivity Project Crash Data & Influence Area

Pedestrian and Bike Crashes (ONLY) — Community of Delhi, County of Merced

2011-2015
CHP Report No. | TIMS Case ID Date Time Location Coordinates Collision Severity Collision Type
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2011040063 5189496 04/21/2011 | 20:04 | 37.42869 | -120.77799 Fatality 1
2012100094 5833995 10/29/2012 | 07:55 | 37.42975 | -120.77849 Injury 1
2013060066 6119860 06/22/2013 | 15:17 | 37.43353 | -120.78580 Injury 1
2013060099 5911233 06/27/2013 | 23:26 | 37.43011 | -120.77624 Fatality 1
9460-2015-0084 --* 08/21/2015 | 13:30 | 37.43269 | -120.77912 Injury 1

*Data not found





6/13/2016

TIMS - Callision Details
CouLLisioN DeTALs: Cask ID 5189496
= TR
4?"@ - County MERCED City UNINCORPORATED
Del Valle Supermarket I
&e}vﬂ /%/5 Date (Y-M-D) 2011-04-21 Time 20:04
& ®
e i
i« | Nearby
,, New Beginnings Intersection SCHENDEL RD & HINTON AV
{%, Christian Center
Schendel Schoul\_'!! ® Cc dinat
= -, oordinate )
N Location 37.4285891503, -120.778200945
Jo
(&) %, State Highway N Route - Postmile
% _?%
Injured .
Victims Fatalities 1
Alcohol YES Weather Clear
*;\?:‘\51 Pri
= T rimary . .
A X = Collision FedestrianRightof  Involved o . .
N o @ Factor '@ with
(\%}6 Q(\?Sb 75_
unﬂgle ™ Map cReportamap e;?or
STREET VIEW
Schendel Ave
Delhi, California
View on Google Maps

Reporta problent

http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/query/collision_details.php?no=5189496
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https://www.google.com/maps/@37.4285892,-120.7782009,17z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=37.428589,-120.778201&z=17&t=m&hl=en&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3

https://www.google.com/maps/@37.4285662,-120.7782152,0a,73.7y,85t/data=!3m4!1e1!3m2!1soLs6idB6v4N6KPJpvARjQg!2e0?source=apiv3

https://www.google.com/cbk?cb_client=apiv3&output=report&panoid=oLs6idB6v4N6KPJpvARjQg&cbp=1,0,,0,5&hl=en

https://maps.google.com/maps/@37.4285662,-120.7782152,0a,73.7y,85t/data=!3m4!1e1!3m2!1soLs6idB6v4N6KPJpvARjQg!2e0?source=apiv3

http://tims.berkeley.edu/index.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=about

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=tools

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=resources

http://tims.berkeley.edu/news/main.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/helpdoc/Gen_FAQs.php



6/13/2016 TIMS - Collision Details

CovLLisioN DeTaILs: Case ID 5833995

%
) County MERCED City UNINCORPORATED
<
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4 Alcohol NO Weather Clear
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3‘)"GO gle Map cReportamap;error

STREET VIEW
brelwhl, Eatlti%ornia
View on Google Maps

Home | About | Tools | Resources | News | Help © UC Regents, 2011-2016

http://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/query/collision_details.php?no=5833995 7



https://www.google.com/maps/@37.4294949,-120.7785429,17z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=37.429495,-120.778543&z=17&t=m&hl=en&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3

https://www.google.com/maps/@37.4295757,-120.7786449,0a,73.7y,85t/data=!3m4!1e1!3m2!1s2Z5-tv4aqZWn27iOCVQ3EA!2e0?source=apiv3

https://www.google.com/cbk?cb_client=apiv3&output=report&panoid=2Z5-tv4aqZWn27iOCVQ3EA&cbp=1,0,,0,5&hl=en

https://maps.google.com/maps/@37.4295757,-120.7786449,0a,73.7y,85t/data=!3m4!1e1!3m2!1s2Z5-tv4aqZWn27iOCVQ3EA!2e0?source=apiv3

http://tims.berkeley.edu/index.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=about

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=tools

http://tims.berkeley.edu/page.php?page=resources

http://tims.berkeley.edu/news/main.php

http://tims.berkeley.edu/helpdoc/Gen_FAQs.php



6/13/2016 TIMS - Collision Details

CottisioN DeTaiLs: Case ID 6119860
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2 Z County MERCED City UNINCORPORATED
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. 3 o o
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STREET VIEW
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Shanks Rd
Delhi, California
View on Google Maps

Repor4d problen

http://tims .berkeley.edu/tools/query/collision_details.php?no=6119860



https://www.google.com/maps/@37.433356,-120.7859738,17z/data=!10m1!1e1!12b1?source=apiv3&rapsrc=apiv3

https://maps.google.com/maps?ll=37.433356,-120.785974&z=17&t=m&hl=en&gl=US&mapclient=apiv3

https://www.google.com/maps/@37.4333634,-120.7859546,0a,73.7y,85t/data=!3m4!1e1!3m2!1s9hkyghYXMMJ9RnZuieYIZw!2e0?source=apiv3

https://www.google.com